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Meeting of the

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

REGULAR MONTHLY BUSINESS MEETING

Tuesday, April 25, 1995
10:00 a .m.

Wednesday, April 26, 1955
9:00 a.m.

600 B Street
Third Floor, Suite 300
San Diego, CA 92101

CONSENT AGENDA

The following items have been reviewed by a Board Committee and
have been recommended to the Board for consent. The Board will
be asked to approve these items at one time without discussion.
At the beginning of the meeting, the Chair of the Board will ask
Board members or other interested parties or staff who wish to
address an item on the Consent Agenda to state their names and
the items they wish to address for the record . The Chair or an
individual Board Member may request that an item be removed from
the Consent Calendar for full hearing . [Items removed from the
Consent Calendar will be heard in the originally scheduled
order .]

9 . CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR MARKETING
TO SOLICIT USED OIL COLLECTION CENTERS IN URBAN UNDERSERVED
AREAS ("MARKETING TO SOLICIT CERTIFIED CENTERS") (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

15 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF OAKLAND, ALAMEDA COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)
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16. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PLEASANTON, ALAMEDA COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

17. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF SAN LEANDRO, ALAMEDA COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE) [NOTE : THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THIS ITEM IS NOT ON
CONSENT]

18. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF ALAMEDA COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

19. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CLOVIS, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

20. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF COALINGA, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

21. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND THE
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF FIREBAUGH,
FRESNO COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

22. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF FRESNO, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

23. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HURON, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

24. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF KERMAN, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

25. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MENDOTA, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

26. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF KINGSBURG, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

•



27. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PARLIER, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

28. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF REEDLEY, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

29. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SANGER, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

30. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SELMA, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

31. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF FRESNO
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

32. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CLEARLAKE, LAKE COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

33. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LAKEPORT, LAKE COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

34. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LAKE
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

35. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF VALLEJO, SOLANO COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND .PLANNING COMMITTEE)

36. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HERMOSA
BEACH, LOS ANGELES COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING
COMMITTEE)

37. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD

• HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF BREA, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND
PLANNING COMMITTEE)



38. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF FOUNTAIN VALLEY, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

39. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

40. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LA PALMA, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

41. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MISSION
VIEJO, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING
COMMITTEE)

42. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

43. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PLACENTIA, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

44. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF TUSTIN,
ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

45. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF
ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

46. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CANYON LAKE, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

47. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CORONA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

•



48. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT ; AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LAKE ELSINORE, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL

•

	

ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

49. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

50. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF NORCO, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

51. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PERRIS, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

52. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF SAN JACINTO, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

•

	

53 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF TEMECULA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

54. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF
UPLAND, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND
PLANNING COMMITTEE)

55. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF
SAN DIEGO, SAN DIEGO COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE'AND PLANNING
COMMITTEE)

56. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF
SAN FRANCISCO (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

57. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF ESCALON,
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING
COMMITTEE)

• 58 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE MULTIJURISDICTIONAL HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT
FOR THE CITIES OF ESCALON, LATHROP, LODI, MANTECA, RIPON,
STOCKTON, TRACEY, AND THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF SAN
JOAQUIN COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)



59. CONSIDERATION'OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MANTECA, SAN JOAQUIN
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

60. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CAMPBELL, SANTA CLARA

' COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

61. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LOS ALTOS, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

62. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LOS ALTOS HILLS, SANTA
CLARA COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

63. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LOS GATOS, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

64. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MONTE SERENO, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

65. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MORGAN HILL, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE) [NOTE : THE
SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THIS ITEM IS NOT
ON CONSENT]

66. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

67. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SAN JOSE, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

68. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SARATOGA, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

69. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SUNNYVALE, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

•



•

•

70. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF SANTA
CLARA COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

71. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF FAIRFIELD, SOLANO COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

72. CONSIDERATION OF STATE LEGISLATION : (LEGISLATION AND PUBLIC
EDUCATION COMMITTEE)

A. AB 1071 (MORROW)
RECOMMENDATION : SUPPORT

B. SB 151 (MOUNTJOY)
RECOMMENDATION : NEUTRAL

76. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE TRONA-ARGUS SOLID
WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY (PERMITTING
AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

77. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE VICTORVILLE SOLID
WASTE DISPOSAL SITE, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY (PERMITTING AND
ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

78. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE TWENTYNINE PALMS
SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
(PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

'79 . CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE BARSTOW SOLID WASTE
DISPOSAL FACILITY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY (PERMITTING AND
ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

80. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT FOR TEHACHAPI RECYCLING, INC .,
KERN COUNTY (PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

81. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT FOR THE MCKITTRICK WASTE
TREATMENT SITE, KERN COUNTY (PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT
COMMITTEE)

82. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE SHORELINE REGIONAL
SANITARY LANDFILL, SANTA CLARA COUNTY (PERMITTING AND
ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)



83 . CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE SOUTH TAHOE REFUSE
CO ., INC . TRANSFER STATION/MATERIALS RECOVERY'FACILITY, EL
DORADO . COUNTY (PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

85 . CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A NEW SOLID
WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE CITY OF REDDING TRANSFER
STATION/MATERIALS RECOVERY STATION, SHASTA COUNTY
(PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

For further information contact:

INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
8800 Cal Center Drive
Sacramento, CA 95826

Patti Bertram
(916) 255-2156



STATE OF CAIIFORMA

	

Pete Wilson, Governor

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
8800 Cal Caner Drive
-, xamenm, California 95826

Wesley Chesbro, Vice Chairman
Sam Egigian, Board Member
Robert C. Frazee, Board Member
Janet Gotch, Board Member
Paul Relis, Board Member

Meeting of the

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

REGULAR MONTHLY BUSINESS MEETING

Tuesday, April 25, 1995
10:00 am.

Wednesday, April 26, 1995
9:00 a .m.
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AGENDA

Note : o Agenda items may be taken out of order.
o Persons interested in addressing the Board must fill

out a speaker request form and present it to the
Board's Administrative Assistant on the date of the
meeting.

o If written comments are submitted, please provide 20
two-sided copies.

Important Notice: The Board intends'thatCommittee Meetings will constitute the time and,'<+
place where the major discussion and deliberation ofa listed matter will be initiated . After
consideration by the Committee, matters requiring Board action will be placed on an upcoming
Board Meeting Agenda . Discussion of matters on Board Meeting Agendas may. be limited if the
matters are placed onthe Board's Consent Agenda by the Committee Persons interested in

commenting on an item being considered by a Board Committee or the full Board are advised to ,
make comments at the Committee meeting where the matter is first considered

To comply with legal requirements, this Notice and Agenda may-be published and( mailed prior
to a Committee Meeting where determinations are made regarding which items go to the Board'
for fiction . Someoftheitemslisted below ; therefore . may, :.upon recommendation of a
Committee, be pulled fromconsiderationbythe full Board . To verify if an item will be heard,
please call Patti Bertram at`19161 : 255=2156
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THE FOLLOWING WILL TAKE PLACE ON TUESDAY, APRIL 25, 1995:

1. REPORTS OF THE BOARD'S COMMITTEES

2. REPORT FROM THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

3. PRESENTATIONS BY LOCAL OFFICIALS

4. PRESENTATION OF 1994 WASTE REDUCTION AWARDS PROGRAM (WRAP)
WINNERS

5. PRESENTATION BY LOCAL GOVERNMENT TECHNICAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

6. CONSIDERATION OF CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS

MARKET DEVELOPMENT

7 CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF RECYCLING MARKET DEVELOPMENT
ZONE LOANS FOR THE FIRST QUARTER, 1995 : (MARKET DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE)

A. ALDO'S LANDSCAPING
B. AQUA TERRA, INC.
C. C AND H RECOVERY, INC.
D. CRANFORD, INC.
E. FILAM NATIONAL PLASTICS, INC.
F. PACIFIC COAST RETREADERS, INC.
G. PARCO RECYCLING OF CALIFORNIA, INC.
H. PLASTIC FORM, INC.
I. JAMES L . ROSSI INC ., DBA ROSSI TRANSPORT SERVICE
J. TALCO PLASTICS, INC.
K. VIKING CONTAINER COMPANY

REPORTS, CONTRACTS AND PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

8. CONSIDERATION OF AWARD OF CONTRACT TO CONDUCT A FACILITY
CONSUMER RESEARCH SURVEY, IWM-C4043 (ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE)

9. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR MARKETING
TO SOLICIT USED OIL COLLECTION CENTERS IN URBAN UNDERSERVED
AREAS ("MARKETING TO SOLICIT CERTIFIED CENTERS") (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

10 . CONSIDERATION OF UPDATED OUT-OF-STATE WASTE DISPOSAL REPORT
(POLICY, RESEARCH AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE COMMITTEE)

Ohl* o&1a~ t c)cset }o ena tk'ty'date
11. CONSIDERATION OF AWARD OF CONTRACTS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AND

ENGINEERING SERVICES AND STABILIZATION AND ABATEMENT OF
ILLEGAL WASTE TIRE SITES (PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT
COMMITTEE)

24

GA

33

(Oral pcestActian

BUDGETARY MATTERS

12 . DISCUSSION AND CONSIDERATION OF ORANGE COUNTY BANKRUPTCY
IMPACT



CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE 1994/95
USED OIL GRANTS FOR NONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS (ADMINISTRATION %q
COMMITTEE)

S 14 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR TIRE GRANT FUNDING 411
FOR FY 1994-95 (ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE)

	

`11

LOCAL PLANNING DOCUMENTS

15 CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF OAKLAND, ALAMEDA COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

16. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PLEASANTON, ALAMEDA COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

17. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF SAN LEANDRO, ALAMEDA COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

18. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF ALAMEDA COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

19. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CLOVIS, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

20. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF COALINGA, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

21. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND THE
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF FIREBAUGH,
FRESNO COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

22. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF FRESNO, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

23. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HURON, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)
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24. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF KERMAN, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

25. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MENDOTA, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

26. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF KINGSBURG, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

27. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PARLIER, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

28. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF REEDLEY, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

29. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SANGER, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

30. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SELMA, FRESNO COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

31. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF FRESNO
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

32. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CLEARLAKE, LAKE COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

33. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LAKEPORT, LAKE COUNTY
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

34. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPO_SAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LAKE
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

35. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF VALLEJO, SOLANO COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)
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36 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HERMOSA'
BEACH, LOS ANGELES COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING
COMMITTEE)

•

	

37 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF BREA, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND
PLANNING COMMITTEE)

38. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF FOUNTAIN VALLEY, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

39. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

40. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LA PALMA, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

41. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
•

	

THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MISSION
VIEJO, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING
COMMITTEE)

42. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

43. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PLACENTIA, ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

44. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF TU.STIN,
ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

45. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF
ORANGE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

46. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT ; AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CANYON LAKE, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)



47. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CORONA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

48. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LAKE ELSINORE, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

49. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

50. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF NORCO, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

51. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PERRIS, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

52. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF SAN JACINTO, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

53. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF TEMECULA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

54. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF
UPLAND, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND
PLANNING COMMITTEE)

55. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF
SAN DIEGO, SAN DIEGO COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING
COMMITTEE)

56. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF
SAN FRANCISCO (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

57. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF ESCALON,
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING
COMMITTEE)

•
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58. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE MULTIJURISDICTIONAL HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT
FOR THE CITIES OF ESCALON, LATHROP, LODI, MANTECA, RIPON,
STOCKTON, TRACEY, AND THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF SAN
JOAQUIN COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

59. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MANTECA, SAN JOAQUIN
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

60. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CAMPBELL, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

61. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LOS ALTOS, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

62. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LOS ALTOS HILLS, SANTA
CLARA COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

63. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LOS GATOS, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

64. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MONTE SERENO, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

65. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS'ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MORGAN HILL, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

66. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE).

67. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SAN JOSE, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

68. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SARATOGA, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

69. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SUNNYVALE, SANTA CLARA
COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)
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70. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF SANTA
CLARA COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

71. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF FAIRFIELD, SOLANO COUNTY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

LEGISLATIVE ISSUES

72. CONSIDERATION OF STATE LEGISLATION : (LEGISLATION AND PUBLIC
EDUCATION COMMITTEE)

A . AB 1971 (MORROW)
B . SB 151 (MOUNTJOY)
C . SB 176 (ALQUIST)

BOARD ADMINISTRATION AND PROCEDURES

73. CONSIDERATION OF BOARD PARTICIPATION IN THE ANNUAL
CALIFORNIA RESOURCE RECOVERY ASSOCIATION (CRRA) CONFERENCE
(ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE)

tIiwn o4citSee. tow % watk'► eak\
74. CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL OF THE MEMORANDUM OF

UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES
CONTROL AND CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
FOR THE DISPOSAL OF HAZARDOUS ASBESTOS CONTAINING WASTE AT
NON-CLASS 1 SOLID WASTE FACILITIES AND DISPOSAL SITES
(PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

PERMIT AND FACILITY ISSUES

75. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE BEL-ART WASTE
TRANSFER STATION, LOS ANGELES COUNTY (PERMITTING AND
ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

76. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE TRONA-ARGUS SOLID
WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY (PERMITTING
AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

77. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE VICTORVILLE SOLID
WASTE DISPOSAL SITE, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY (PERMITTING AND
ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

78. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE TWENTYNINE PALMS
SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
(PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

79. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE BARSTOW SOLID WASTE
DISPOSAL FACILITY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY (PERMITTING AND
ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)
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80. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT FOR TEHACHAPI RECYCLING, INC .,
KERN COUNTY (PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

81. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT FOR THE MCKITTRICK WASTE
TREATMENT SITE, KERN COUNTY (PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT
COMMITTEE)

82. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE SHORELINE REGIONAL
SANITARY LANDFILL, SANTA CLARA COUNTY (PERMITTING AND
ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

83. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE SOUTH TAHOE REFUSE
CO ., INC . TRANSFER STATION/MATERIALS RECOVERY FACILITY, EL
DORADO COUNTY (PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

84. CONSIDERATION OF OBJECTION TO THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE AVERY TRANSFER
STATION, CALAVERAS COUNTY (PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT
COMMITTEE)

85. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A NEW SOLID A
	WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE CITY OF REDDING TRANSFER

	

J
STATION/MATERIALS RECOVERY STATION, SHASTA COUNTY
(PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

86. CONSIDERATION OF OBJECTION TO THE ISSUANCE OF A NEW SOLID
WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE CASPAR TRANSFER STATION,
MENDOCINO COUNTY (PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

LEA CERTIFICATIONS

87. DISCUSSION AND CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE ACTIONS ON THE

	

211PROGRESS OF THE LOCAL ENFORCEMENT AGENCY FOR THE CITY OF
WEST COVINA TOWARDS DEVELOPING A PROCESS TO UPDATE THE
SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT FOR THE BKK LANDFILL (PERMITTING
AND ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

OTHER

88. OPEN DISCUSSION

THE FOLLOWING WILL TAKE PLACE ON WEDNESDAY, APRIL 26, 1995:

89. LOCAL FACILITY TOUR

90. ADJOURNMENT

tot
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The Board may hold a closed session to discuss the
appointment or employment of public employees and
litigation under authority of Government Code
Sections 11126 (a) and (q), respectively.

For further information contact:

INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
8800 Cal Center Drive
Sacramento, CA 95826

Patti Bertram
(916) 255-2156

CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATIONS OF`RECYCLINGMARKETzDEVELOPMENTZONES
ANNUAL CONFERENCE OF ZONE ADMINISTRATORS

APRIL 23', 24,?°25,' 1995
HYATT ISLANDIA,tSAN DIEGO

NO OFFICIAL .BUSINESS WILL BE ;CONDUCTED, ;BUT ;A
MEMBERS MAY BE PRESENT AT'THE CONFERENCE :

ON .MONDAY APRIL 24, 1995 AT 5 :30P.M.,'THEREWILL BE A
RECEPTION FOR ;: INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT HOARD MEMBERS AND
STAFF, SAN' -DIEG(VCITY AND zCOUNT )OFFICIALS, AND LOCAL WASTE i i.
HAULERS AT THE„ RARL STRAUSS OLD COLUMBIA', CAFE, 1157 ;COLUMBIA
STREET, SAN DIEGO

NO OFFICIAL BUSINESS IS . .SCHEDULED :TO TAKE PLACE AT THE
RECEPTION'. HOWEVER,A•QUORUM OF THE BOARD MAY :4BE PRESENT .



LOCAL PLANNING DOCUMENTS:

IN CONSIDERATION OF THE IN-HOUSE WASTE PREVENTION
POLICY, THE APRIL 20, 1995 LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND
PLANNING COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEMS 5-8 and 10-62 ARE NOT
INCLUDED IN THIS BOARD PACKET.

PLEASE SAVE THE LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
PACKET COPIES OF THE AGENDA ITEMS . THE LOCAL
ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEMS SHOULD
BE RENUMBERED TO BECOME AGENDA ITEMS 15 THROUGH 71 IN
THE BOARD PACKET FOR THE APRIL 25, 1995 MEETING.

IF YOU ARE NOT ON THE LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING
COMMITTEE MAILING LIST, YOU MAY CONTACT PATTI BERTRAM

• AT (916) 255-2156 TO OBTAIN A COPY OF THESE AGENDA
ITEMS .



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
Board Meeting

April 25, 1995

AGENDA ITEM #7

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF RECYCLING MARKET
DEVELOPMENT ZONE LOANS FOR THE FIRST QUARTER, 1995:

A. ALDO'S LANDSCAPING
B. AQUA TERRA RECYCLING, INC.
C. C AND H RECOVERY, INC.
D. CRANFORD, INC.
E. FILAM NATIONAL PLASTICS, INC.
F. PACIFIC COAST RETREADERS, INC.
G. PARCO RECYCLING OF CALIFORNIA, INC.
H. PLASTIC FORM, INC.
I. JAMES L . ROSSI INC ., DBA ROSSI TRANSPORT SERVICE
J. TALCO PLASTICS, INC.
K. VIKING CONTAINER COMPANY

I. SUMMARY

This agenda item presents for approval Recycling Market

410

	

Development Zone (RMDZ) loans for the first quarter of 1995.

II. PREVIOUS BOARD ACTION

At its March 29, 1995, meeting, the Board recommended that the
item be withdrawn until the April 25, 1995, Board meeting to allow
the Board adequate time to evaluate the budget impact from the
revenue loss resulting from Orange County's bankruptcy.

III. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD

The Board may decide to:

1. Accept staff's recommendation.

2. Take action on the item different from that of the
staff's recommendation by not approving one or all of
the projects.

3. Take no action today and provide staff with further
direction .

1
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IV . STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Board approve the resolution provided as
Attachment 1, awarding RMDZ loans to the following companies, in
order of priority:

1. Cranford, Inc . (Central Coast RMDZ)

	

$120,000

2. Talco Plastics, Inc . (Long Beach RMDZ)

	

$600,000

3. James L . Rossi, Inc . (Central Coast RMDZ)

	

$162,000

4. Plastic Form, Inc . (City of Los Angeles

	

$60,000
RMDZ)

5. Filam National Plastics, Inc . (County of

	

$1,000,000
Los Angeles RMDZ)

6. Pacific Coast Retreaders, Inc .

	

$600,000
(Oakland/Berkeley RMDZ)

7. Aldo's Landscaping (Long Beach RMDZ)

	

$175,000

8. PARCO Recycling of California, Inc . (City

	

$1,000,000
of Los Angeles RMDZ)

9. Viking Container Company (City of San Jose

	

$700,000
RMDZ)

10. C and H Recovery, Inc . (City of San Jose

	

$75,000
RMDZ)

11. Aqua Terra Recycling, Inc . (County of Los

	

$300,000
Angeles RMDZ)

Total .

	

$4,792,000

V. ANALYSIS

Together, the eleven loan projects represent a combined capacity
of 278,347 tons per year (TPY) of throughput . This includes
approximately 12,470 TPY of new processing and manufacturing
capacity for plastics ; 1,252 TPY of new processing for paper
(ONP) ; 220,000 TPY of new processing capacity for inerts
(concrete, asphalt & soil) ; 16,175 TPY of new processing and
manufacturing capacity for waste tires ; and 28,450 TPY of new
processing and manufacturing capacity for organics . These loans
are projected to create approximately 154 new jobs.

Since the RMDZ loan program began accepting loan applications in
January 1993, 27 loans have been closed in the amount of
$9,013,370 and an additional 7 active loans in the amount of
$3,127,500 have been approved by the Board but not yet closed.
Assuming the loans considered in this agenda item are approved,
approximately $3 .5 million will be available for lending for the

•
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remainder of the 1994-95 fiscal year.

1. The Purpose of the RMDZ Loan Program

The RMDZ loan program was created pursuant to Public Resources
Code Section 42010 et seq . The program provides direct .loans to
businesses and local governments located in RMDZs . To qualify,
businesses must use postconsumer or secondary waste materials in
their production process and have proposed projects which are
consistent with the Board's annually adopted objectives for the
RMDZ loan program . Local governments may use funds for public
works infrastructure which directly supports businesses who use
postconsumer or secondary waste materials . The funds may be used
by businesses for real property, . equipment, working capital or
refinancing of current debt.

Loans may be made for up to 50% of the cost of a project, with a
maximum of $1 million . The term of the loans must not exceed 10
years . The current interest rate is 4 .5 percent, fixed.

The RMDZ loan program is funded by an annual $5 million
allocation from the Integrated Waste Management Account.•
According to current statute (PRC Section 42010 (g)), the
program will sunset on July 1, 1997.

2. Overview of Loan Approval Process

The RMDZ loan program operates on quarterly cycles . Loan
applications . submitted each quarter are evaluated by staff
and submitted for approval to the RMDZ Loan Committee,
Market Development Committee and the Board.

The RMDZ Loan Committee evaluates each loan exclusively
based on its financial soundness . The loans recommended for
approval by the Loan Committee are then ranked by staff in
order of their ability to satisfy the program priorities (as
described in section 3, below) and submitted to the Market
Development Committee for review and recommendation to the
full Board for approval.

After Board approval, loan documents are prepared by loan
program staff and reviewed by the Board's legal counsel and
by the borrowers . Usually, loans are approved by the Board
subject to a series of special conditions, such as the need
to perform an environmental assessment of properties taken
as collateral, obtaining appraisals, or other financial
documentation . Upon satisfaction of all special conditions,•
the loan is "closed," and funds are disbursed .

3
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For the first quarter of 1995, the loan cycle deadline for
application submittal was January 6, 1995 . Twenty-two new
applications were received . Staff evaluated each for
financial soundness and project eligibility and determined
that seventeen qualified for recommendation to the RMDZ Loan
Committee . Prior to the Loan Committee meeting, four loan
applicants ' requested that their loans not be considered this
quarter . At its February 27, 1995, meeting, the RMDZ Loan
Committee evaluated thirteen loans for financial soundness
and recommended twelve loans for approval to the Market
Development Committee . At its March 8, 1995 meeting, the
Market Development Committee recommended approval to the
Board approval of nine loans, and deferred action on two of
the loans until Board consideration.

3 . Priority Ranking of Loans

As required by program regulations (14 CCR 17935 .4 (b)), the
loans recommended for approval by the Loan Committee, based
strictly on their financial soundness, were ranked by staff
in order of their ability to satisfy the program's market
development priorities.

Criteria for determining priority appear in statute,
regulations and through annually adopted Board policies.
(See Attachment 2 .) Using a scoring scheme based on these
criteria, RMDZ loan staff scored and ranked each proposed
project . The results are presented in Table 1 .

•
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Table 1 Summary and Ranking of First Quarter, 1995, RMDZ
Loans

Priority Ranking
Company RMDZ

Loan
Amount Produo/Meterlal

APP.
divined tons/

year
Jabs

1 Cranford . Inc . Central Coast $120.000 Manufactures compost 27 .000 3

2 Telco Plastics. Inc . Long Beach 1600 .000 Manufactues postconsumer
content plastic pellets

10 .000 10

3 James L. Rossi Inc . Central Coast $182,000 Manufactures compost 1 .450 1

4 Plastic Form, Inc . City of Los Angeles $60,000 Manufactures vacuum forming
products from recycled content

plastic

270 2

5 Fit. National
Plastics . Inc .

County of Los
Angeles

$1 .000,000 Manufactures compact disc trays
from postconsumer and

postindustrial content plastic
pellets

400

	

_ 10

6 Pacific Coast
Retreaders, Inc .

Oakland/ Berkeley $600.000' Manufactures both mold cure and
precure retreading of light truck
tires for intermodal customers

1,175 5

7 Aldo's landscaping
Company . dbe Ruiz

Engineering Company

Lang Beach $175,000 Processes asphalt for reuse as a

road base

120.000 3

8 PARCO Recycling of
California . Inc .

City of Los Angeles $1 .000 .000' Manufactures crumb rubber 15,000 25

9 Viking Container
Company

San Jose $700,000 Manufactures corrugated.
protective and graphic.

packaging and point of purchase

displays Iron recycled content
paper

1,252 85

10 C and H Recovery.
Inc .

San Jose $75 .000 Dismantles computers into its
component parts and sells them

for reuse by component and
commodity vendors

1 .800 2

11 Aqua Terra Recycling,
Inc .

County of Los
Angeles

$300 .000 Processes contaminated soil 100.000 8

*Eligible for funding from the tire recycling loan
allocation.

•
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The priority criteria used in the scoring are:

The likelihood of each proposed project to
increase market demand for secondary
materials .

	

50 Points

The impact on markets for the Board's
priority materials (mixed paper, high-density
polyethylene, mixed plastics and compostable
materials) .

	

25 Points

The size, in tons per year, of the proposed
project

Classification of the project within the
integrated waste management hierarchy.

The use of other funds in the proposed
project in addition to RMDZ loan funds .

	

5 Points

4 . Description of Loans

The eleven first quarter 1995 loans recommended for Board
approval are described below and listed in order of priority
ranking as recommended by staff.

Rank 1 .

	

Cranford, Inc . (Central Coast RMDZ, Spreckles,
CA)

Loan Amount : .

	

$120,000

Project and Use
of Loan Funds : RMDZ loan funds will be used to purchase

machinery and equipment and for working
capital.

Market Impact : The company currently recycles approximately
10,000 tons per year and anticipates
increasing that to 27,000 tons as a result
of this loan.

Projected Job
Creation :

	

The company projects creating 3 new jobs.

Company :

	

The company was established in 1970 to
compost manure, and plans to expand into
agricultural and green waste .

10 Points

10 Points

•

•

•

(O



California Integrated Waste Management Board

	

Agenda Item #7•
April 25, 1995

	

Page 7

Product :

		

The company composts manure obtained from
the fairgrounds and horse stables, recovers
lime (derived from the production of sugar
at the Spreckles facility), produces
agricultural compost, and sells gypsum.

Regulatory
Compliance :

	

According to staff of Permitting and
Enforcement Division, this project currently
has an exemption from California Integrated
Waste Management Board (Board) permitting
requirements, but when the Board's new
regulations for compost facilities go into
effect, the applicant will be required to
obtain a permit and otherwise operate in
accordance with the applicable regulations.
In approving this loan, the Board puts the
applicant on notice that it will have to
comply with the Board's new compost
regulations, particularly the tiered
permitting and operating requirements . The
Board resolution includes this requirement
so that the applicant can make an informed
business decision as to whether to accept
the loan, based on this condition, or not.
Staff will make every effort to advise and
assist the applicant with regard to this
matter.

Rank 2 .

	

Talco Plastics, Inc . (Long Beach RMDZ)

Loan Amount :

	

$600,000

Project and Use
of Loan Funds : RMDZ loan funds will be used to finance

additional machinery and equipment to
provide the company with expanded production
capacity.

Market Impact : The expansion will more than double the
capacity to produce postconsumer plastic
pellets in an effort to keep up with the
growing demand for the pellets . The company
anticipates recycling an additional 10,000
tons per year of postconsumer plastic.

Projected Job

S

	

Creation :

	

The company projects creating 10 new jobs .

h
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Company :

	

Talco Plastics is an existing company that
has two plastic pellet manufacturing plants
in the Los Angeles area . The company
borrowed $850,000 from the Board in
December, 1993 to purchase machinery and
equipment for its Long Beach plant.

Product :

	

Talco Plastics manufactures plastic pellets
from postconsumer HDPE plastics, such as
milk jugs and detergent bottles.

Regulatory
Compliance :

	

The applicant has certified that the project
is in compliance with all local, state, and
federal laws, regulations, requirements and
rules, including the California
Environmental Quality Act found in Public
Resources Code Sections 21000 . According to
staff of Permitting and Enforcement
Division, this particular project is not
currently affected by the California
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board)
permitting requirements.

Rank 3 .

	

James L . Rossi Inc . (Central Coast RMDZ,
Templeton, CA)

Loan Amount :

	

$162,000

Project and Use
of Loan Funds : The RMDZ loan will be used for the purchase

of machinery and equipment and for site
improvements for expansion.

Market Impact : The company currently composts approximately
1,200 tons per year and anticipates
immediately increasing activity to 1,450
tons (and eventually 2,400 tons) as a result
of this loan . While below the tonnage
normally associated with composting
operations, this represents an important
component of two rural communities' efforts
to comply with the diversion mandates of AB
939 . The company's activity represents the
total green waste collected in the cities of
Paso Robles and Atascadero . Tonnages may
increase due to a greater consumer
participation when the collection frequency
is changed to twice a month from once a
month . Additionally, the company is in
discussions with two other local communities
for their green waste .

•
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Projected Job
Creation :

	

It is anticipated that 1 new job will be
created as a result of this loan.

Company :

	

The company was started in 1954 as primarily
a transportation business . The company has
expanded its operations to include
composting.

Product : The company produces compost from yard and
green waste and markets it in bulk through
local retail landscapers.

Regulatory
Compliance :

	

According to staff of Permitting and
Enforcement Division, this project currently
has an exemption from California Integrated
Waste Management Board (Board) permitting
requirements, but when the Board's new
regulations for compost facilities go into
effect, the applicant will be required to
obtain a permit and otherwise operate in
accordance with the applicable regulations.
In approving this loan, the Board puts the
applicant on notice that it will have to
comply with the Board's new compost
regulations, particularly the tiered
permitting and operating requirements . The
Board resolution includes this requirement
so that the applicant can make an informed
business decision as to whether to accept
the loan, based on this condition, or not.
Staff will make every effort to advise and
assist the applicant with regard to this
matter.

Rank 4 .

	

Plastic Form, Inc . (City of Los Angeles RMDZ)

Loan Amount :

	

$60,000

Project and Use
of Loan Funds : The RMDZ loan proceeds will be used to

purchase machinery and equipment to increase
the company's production capacity.

Market Impact : Plastic Form, Inc . currently processes 150
tons of recycled plastic . They anticipate
that as a result of this loan an additional
120 tons will be processed annually for a
total of 270 tons .

q
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Projected Job
Creation :

	

It is anticipated that 2 new jobs will be
created as a result of this loan.

Company :

	

Plastic Form, Inc . is a California
corporation established in 1986 to produce
vacuum formed plastic products.

Product :

	

The company manufactures vacuum formed
products from recycled content plastic.
Plastic Form manufactures video tape
packaging, electronic packaging, hydroponic
components for growing vegetables, water
purification tanks, point of purchase
displays, and various other products from
recycled content plastic.

Regulatory
Compliance : The applicant has certified that the project

is in compliance with all local, state, and
federal laws, regulations, requirements and
rules, including the California
Environmental Quality Act found in Public
Resources Code Sections 21000 . According to
staff of Permitting and Enforcement
Division, this particular project is not
currently affected by the California
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board)
permitting requirements.

Rank 5 .

	

Filam National Plastics, Inc . (County of Los
Angeles RMDZ)

Loan Amount :

	

$1,000,000

Project and Use
of Loan Funds : RMDZ loan funds will be used for the

purchase of machinery and equipment.

Market Impact : Filam National Plastics, Inc . currently
manufactures its injection molded plastic
products entirely from virgin feedstock.
The RMDZ loan will allow Filam to begin
manufacturing compact disc tray inserts from
recycled plastic . The company projects
being able to divert up to 400 tons of
recycled postconsumer plastic annually .
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Projected Job
Creation :

	

It is anticipated that 10 jobs will be
created as a result of this loan.

Company :

	

Filam National Plastics, Inc . is a custom
plastic injection molder, which has been in
business since 1974.

Product :

	

The company manufactures custom plastic
injection molded audio, computer & data
storage containers from virgin plastic
resin . Filam is establishing a collection
program for plastic postconsumer and
postindustrial waste for use in its
manufacturing process . CD retail .store
chains will collect and sort damaged and
obsolete CD jewel cases or audio cassette
cases returned by the customer . Filam will
reprocess the CD jewel boxes or audio
cassette cases for use in its molding
process.

Regulatory

410
Compliance : The applicant has certified that the project

is in compliance with all local, state, and
federal laws, regulations, requirements and
rules, including the California
Environmental Quality Act found in Public
Resources Code Sections 21000 . According to
staff of Permitting and Enforcement
Division, this particular project is not
currently affected by the California
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board)
permitting requirements.

Rank 6 .

	

Pacific Coast Retreaders, Inc . (Oakland/Berkeley
RMDZ)

Loan Amount :

	

$600,000

Project and Use
of Loan Funds : The loan proceeds will be used to finance

the acquisition of machinery and equipment
and for working capital.

Market Impact : Pacific Coast Retreaders, Inc . currently
processes 937 .5 tons of tires annually.
They anticipate an additional 237 .5 tons
will be processed annually as a result of
this loan for a total of 1,175 tons.

•
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Projected Job
Creation :

	

The company projects creating 5 new jobs.

Company :

	

Pacific Coast Retreaders, Inc . is a
California corporation headquartered in
Oakland with manufacturing facilities in
both Oakland and Irvine . The company is a
high volume, niche market retreader that has
operated successfully for 16 years.

Product :

	

The company retreads medium and light truck
radial tires on a Bead-to-Bead basis . New
equipment to be purchased with the RMDZ loan
will enable PCR to salvage approximately
6,000 radial casings annually that would
otherwise be scraped by intermodal
customers . In addition, the light truck
tire retreading capability will enable the
company to retread rather than replace at
least 800 tires annually for the U .S . Postal
Service.

Regulatory
Compliance :

	

Pacific Coast Retreaders, Site No . 01-TI-
0045, in Alameda County qualified for an
exclusion from waste tire facility
permitting requirements on March 14, 1995.

Rank 7 .

	

Aldo's Landscaping Company (Long Beach RMDZ)

Loan Amount : $175,000

Project and Use
of Loan Funds : The RMDZ loan will be utilized for the

purchase of machinery and equipment.

Market Impact : The company currently recycles 30,000 tons
per year of asphalt . With the addition of
the new piece of machinery, they anticipate
an increase of 90,000 annual tons to 120,000
annual tons.

Projected Job
Creation :

	

It is anticipated that 3 jobs will be
created as a result of this loan.

Company :

	

The company was formed in 1972 and it
specializes in road reconstruction and more
specifically in removing existing asphalt

•
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surfaces and using recycled asphalt to
repave roadways.

Product :

	

Aldo's Landscaping, dba Ruiz Engineering
Company, uses a profiler machine to remove
existing asphalt road surfaces that are in
need of repair . The asphalt is then crushed
into asphalt particles that can be used, in
lieu of gravel, mixed with petroleum and
reused to repave the damaged roadways.

Regulatory
Compliance :

	

The applicant has certified that the project
is in compliance with all local, state, and
federal laws, regulations, requirements and
rules, including the California
Environmental Quality Act found in Public
Resources Code Sections 21000 . According to
staff of Permitting and Enforcement
Division, this particular project is not
currently affected by the California
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board)
permitting requirements.

Rank 8 .

	

PARCO Recycling of California, Inc . (City of Los
Angeles RMDZ)

Loan Amount :

	

$1,000,000

Project and Use
of Loan Funds : The RMDZ loan will be used for the

acquisition of machinery and equipment.

Market Impact : The company anticipates processing 15,000
tons annually of scrap tires and rubber as a
result of the RMDZ loan.

Projected Job
Creation :

	

The company projects creating 25 new jobs.

Company :

	

PARCO Recycling of California, Incorporated
has filed to become a California
corporation . The corporation is a wholly-
owned subsidiary of Parker Industries, Inc.
Parker Industries, Inc . was established in
1932 . The company engages in buying,
redrying, threshing, packing, storage and
sales of tobacco . Due to the cyclical and
seasonal nature of the tobacco industry,
Parker Industries management has

•
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investigated diversification of the
company's business activities . They feel
that the most feasible alternative is tire
recycling due to the similarity of the
machinery and equipment and methods used to
process tobacco.

Product :

	

The company plans to manufacture granular
rubber (crumb rubber modifier) for use in
State and local public agency sponsored
asphalt paving projects . The crumb rubber
will be produced from waste tires discarded
in California and will be manufactured with
a mechanical or ambient shredding and
grinding system to meet California
Department of Transportation and Green Book
crumb rubber specification requirements.

Regulatory
Compliance : This project is a "start-up ." A condition to

loan funding is that the company must comply
with California Integrated Waste Management
Board (Board) waste tire facility permitting
requirements.

Rank 9 .

	

Viking Container Company (City of San Jose RMDZ)

Loan Amount :

	

$700,000

Project and Use
of Loan Funds : The company intends to use the RMDZ loan for

working capital and debt refinancing . The
company plans to expand its existing
manufacturing capacity to meet the
increasing demand for its products.

Market Impact : Viking Container Company currently processes
942 tons annually of recycled paper . It
anticipates that an additional 310 tons will
be processed annually when the proposed
project is completed for a total of 1,252
tons.

Projected Job
Creation :

	

The company anticipates creating 85 new
jobs.

Company :

	

Viking Container Company is a California
corporation established in 1970, which

•
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serves Northern California markets.
Customers range from small to large size
companies, and are from many different
industries.

Product :

	

The company manufactures corrugated
packaging, along with protective and
graphics packaging, and point of purchase
displays . The materials utilized in the
manufacturing process are primarily
corrugated and foam, although hexol paper is
used for cushioning . Viking Container
produces all of its products with its own
converting machinery.

Regulatory
Compliance : The applicant has certified that the project

is in compliance with all local, state, and
federal laws, regulations, requirements and
rules, including the California
Environmental Quality Act found in Public
Resources Code Sections 21000 . According to
staff of Permitting and Enforcement
Division, this particular project is not
currently affected by the California
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board)
permitting requirements.

Rank 10 . C and H Recovery, Inc . (City of San Jose)

Loan Amount : .	$75,000

Project and Use
of Loan Funds : The project is to provide funds for working

capital and the purchase of machinery and
equipment.

Market Impact : The company anticipates recovering over
60,000 computer systems a year which is
approximately 2,000 tons.

Projected Job
Creation :

	

The company anticipates that 2 jobs will be
created.

Company :

	

C & H Electronic Recovery, Inc . is located
in a computer mecca . With the rapid changes
in technology in the computer industry,
thousands of computers become obsolete and
are retired in a . matter of months .

\E.
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Product :

	

The company locates and buys computers which
are used, defective, obsolete or excess
inventory . The computers are manually
broken down to their component parts for
reuse or separated for recycling . In some
cases, C & H can refurbish and repair the
computers for resale.

Regulatory
Compliance : The applicant has certified that the project

is in compliance with all local, state, and
federal laws, regulations, requirements and
rules, including the California
Environmental Quality Act found in Public
Resources Code Sections 21000 . According to
staff of Permitting and Enforcement
Division, this particular project is not
currently affected by the California
Integrated Waste Management Board (Board)
permitting requirements.

Rank 11 . Aqua Terra Recycling, Inc . (County of Los Angeles
RMDZ)

Loan Amount :

	

$300,000

Project and Use
of Loan Funds : The RMDZ loan will be used for the

acquisition of machinery and equipment.

Market Impact : The company anticipates processing 72,000
tons of contaminated soil.

Projected Job
Creation :

	

The company projects creating 8 new jobs.

Company :

	

The start-up corporation plans to treat non-
hazardous contaminated soil in the Los
Angeles area.

Product :

	

Aqua Terra Recycling accepts non-hazardous
contaminated soil which it treats through
chemical fixation, chemical oxidation, or
augmented bioremediation . Treated soil is
used as clean fill for construction
projects.

Regulatory
Compliance :

	

This project is a "start-up," . A pilot
project is currently operating in compliance
with California Integrated Waste Management

•
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Board (Board) permitting requirements,
according to staff of Permitting and
Enforcement Division.

The company will be processing California
non-hazardous waste as defined by California
regulations . Petroleum hydrocarbon
contaminated soil is defined in Title 22 as
a special waste/designated waste and is not
regulated by the Department of Toxic
Substance Control . The Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board has issued Aqua
Terra a Letter of Agreement which authorized
Aqua Terra Recycling to accept non-hazardous
contaminated soil per its Waste Acceptance
Plan . Per this plan, after achieving
successful treatment of specific
contaminated soil, Aqua Terra receives a
Generator-Specific Waste Discharge permit
from the Regional Water Quality Control
Board . The Waste Discharge permit
identifies which recycling option the
treated soil can be used for . The Waste
Acceptance Plan dictates that Aqua Terra
will not accept State or Federally regulated
hazardous wastes . The company maintains an
approved Soil Acceptance Plan which meets
the requirements of the Los Angeles Regional
Water Quality Control Board . The soils
accepted by Aqua Terra must also meet the
local agency conditions and approvals as
outlined in cleanup proposals for sites
being remediated . Aqua Terra anticipates
receiving contaminated soil from local
governments public works projects, oil
companies ; and gas stations.

When the Board's regulations placing
contaminated soil handling operations in the
tiered regulatory structure become effective
later this year, the applicant will be
required to obtain a permit and otherwise
operate in accordance with the applicable
regulations . In approving this loan, the
Board puts the applicant on notice that it
will have to comply with the Board's
anticipated requirements . The Board
resolution includes this requirement so that
the applicant can make an informed business

•
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decision as to whether to accept the loan,
based on this condition, or not . Staff will
make every effort to advise and assist the
applicant with regard to this matter.

V . FUNDING INFORMATION

•

Amount Requested in Item : $	 4,792,000

Fund Source:

q Used Oil Recycling Fund

Tire Recycling Management Fund

Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Account

q Integrated Waste Management Account

q Other	
(Specify)

Approved From Line item:

Consulting & Professional Services

• Training

Data processing

Other
(Specify)

Redirection:

If Redirection of Funds : $	

Fund Source :

Line Item:

*Up to n50,000are available franthe Tire Recycling hhnagemart Fund. The Board may with
to allocate any or all of this amount to the two eligible loans recamiaided for funding.

0
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VI . ATTACHMENTS

1.

	

Board Resolution

2.

	

Summary of RMDZ Loan Program Priorities

•

•

VII . APPROVALS

Prepared by:

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by:

Legal Review
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Attachment 1.

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

RESOLUTION 95-228
APPROVAL OF LOANS FOR THE FIRST QUARTER OF 1995 FROM

THE RECYCLING MARKET
DEVELOPMENT ZONE REVOLVING LOAN FUND

WHEREAS, the Board is authorized to make loans to recycling businesses using
postconsumer or secondary waste materials located in designated Recycling Market Development
Zones from its Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Account;

•

		

WHEREAS, Board staff solicited applications for loans October 7, 1994 through
January 6, 1995;

WHEREAS, Board staff has determined that eleven (11) applicants are eligible
for consideration of loan funding and has recommended to the Loan Committee the approval and
authorization of loans to the eligible applicants;

WHEREAS, the Loan Committee has considered the credit-worthiness of the
eligible applicants and has recommended to the Market Development Committee the approval
and authorization of loans to the eligible applicants;

WHEREAS, the Market Development Committee has considered the extent to
which the eligible applicants meet the goals of the Recycling Market Development Zone Loan
Program and has recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of loans to the
eligible applicants;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that in accordance with the
recommendations of the Board staff, the Loan Committee and the Market Development
Committee, the Board hereby approves the funding of the following loans in the following
original principal amounts as set forth next to the borrower's name, subject to all terms and
conditions contained in the loan agreement to be prepared by Board staff for the loan in

•

		

accordance with applicable regulations, and on condition that the Borrowers with composting and
contaminated soil handling operations will be permitted in accordance with the provisions of the

to



Board's related regulatory programs throughout the terms of their loans, and on such other terms
and conditions as the Board or its duly authorized staff representative in its or their sole
discretion deems necessary or advisable:

BORROWER AMOUNT

1 . Cranford, Inc . $120,000
2. Talco Plastics, Inc . $600,000
3 . James L. Rossi Inc . $162,000
4. Plastic Form, Inc . $60,000
5 . Filam National Plastics, Inc . $1,000,000
6. Pacific Coast Retreaders, Inc . $600,000
7. Aldo's Landscaping Company $175,000
8. PARCO Recycling of California, Inc : $1,000,000
9. Viking Container Company $700,000
10. C and H Recovery, Inc . $75,000
11 . Aqua Terra Recycling, Inc . $300,000

$4,792,000

RESOLVED FURTHER, that the Board, the Executive Director, its authorized
representative, or the Executive Director's designee, be and each hereby is, authorized to do and
perform any and all such acts, including execution of the loan agreements to be prepared by
Board staff and all other documents or certificates as the Board or its authorized representative
in its or their sole discretion deem necessary or advisable to carry out the purposes of the
foregoing resolution.

RESOLVED FURTHER, that any actions taken by the Board or the Executive
Director, its authorized representative, or the Executive Director's designee prior to the date of
the adoption of the foregoing resolutions that are within the authority conferred by those
resolutions, are hereby ratified, confirmed and approved as the acts and deeds of the Board.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste Management Board does
hereby certify that the foregoing is full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E. Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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Attachment 2

RMDZ Loan Program Priority Criteria

Statutory Priority

"The highest priority for funding shall be . given to projects
which demonstrate that there is a market demand for recycling
the project's type of post-consumer material ." (PRC Sec . 42145
(d)

	

(3))

Regulatory Priority

"Priority consideration shall be given to projects which
demonstrate the greatest use of other funds in the project
and/or the highest degree of effort by the borrower to obtain
other funds ."

	

(14 CCR 17933 (2))

Board-Adopted Priority

Priority consideration shall be given to projects which satisfy
the following 1994 RMDZ Loan Program Objectives:

1) Maximize the effectiveness of the RMDZ Loan Program as
a market development tool by restricting funding to
projects which manufacture recycled-content end-products,
or otherwise increase demand for secondary materials which
directly support achievement of local waste diversion
goals.

2) Support the Board's Market Development Plan by giving
priority consideration to projects which utilize the
Board's priority materials, and which utilize the greatest
diverted tonnage.

The Board's priority materials are mixed waste paper,
compostable materials, high-density polyethylene and mixed
plastics.

3) Support the integrated waste management hierarchy by
promoting in order of priority : 1) source reduction ; 2)
recycling and composting ; 3) environmentally safe
transformation and environmentally safe land disposal.
(PRC Sec . 40051 (a))

To achieve this objective, the Board shall:

a. Give priority lending consideration to 'source
reduction projects which satisfy objectives 1 and 2
above ; and

b. Give lowest lending priority to transformation

2,2



projects, and limit funding of such projects to
those which:

i. Produce value-added products.

ii. Are not detrimental to current or future
efforts to increase source reduction, recycling
or composting of the project's material type.

iii. Do not, in the aggregate, exceed 10% of all
loan funds to be awarded during any annual
loan funding cycle .

S
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25, 1995

AGENDA ITEM a

,ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF AWARD OF CONTRACT TO CONDUCT A
FACILITY CONSUMER RESEARCH SURVEY, IWM-C4043

COMMITTEE ACTION : At the time this item went to print, the
Administration Committee had not taken action.

I. SUMMARY

Ten proposals were submitted by prospective contractors to
conduct a Facility Consumer Research survey . Two of the
proposals were disqualified for failure to meet the minority,
women, or disabled veteran participation goals for state
contracts . The remaining eight proposals were evaluated by a
scoring panel of five CIWMB staff persons, using an objective,
quantitative scoring instrument (Attachment B) . Three proposals
were rated as qualified . They are CIC Research, Inc ., Fairbank,
Maslin, Maullin & Associates, and Gainer & Associates . On March
9, 1995, the sealed price bids of these three firms were opened,
and the lowest bidder was determined to be CIC Research, Inc.
with a price of $133,421 . This is within the $200,000 amount
allocated for this project.

II. PREVIOUS COMMITTEE ACTION

At its meeting on November 7, 1994, the Legislation and Public
Education Committee approved a Scope of Work for a Request For
Proposal (RFP) to conduct a benchmark survey to assess the .
public's knowledge, attitudes and concerns regarding solid waste
facilities . The findings of the survey are to serve as the basis
for a public education program concerning such facilities . The
L&PE Committee also directed staff to proceed with the
advertising and mailing of the RFP to prospective bidders,
evaluate submitted proposals, and make a recommendation to the
Committee for the awarding of the contract to a qualified bidder.
This process has now been completed.

III. OPTIONS FOR THE COMMITTEE

Committee members may decide to:

1. Approve the bid of CIC Research, Inc . and send it on to the
full Board for award of the contract for the survey, or,

2. Direct the staff to re-bid the proposal .
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Committee accept the bid of CIC
Research, Inc . and send it on to the full Board for the award of
the contract.

V. ANALYSIS

Background

The purpose of the subject survey is to determine the public's
knowledge, attitudes and concerns regarding landfills and other
solid waste facilities . The findings of the survey are to be
used in designing a public education program to inform the public
of the role of solid waste facilities in meeting the State's
solid waste management needs, and the measures taken to mitigate
the potential health and environmental risks associated with such
facilities.

Kev Issues

Whether the proposal selected will ensure that the work specified
in the RFP is performed adequately and at the least cost.

Whether the proposal meets the state contract participation goals
for minority, women, and disabled veteran business enterprises of
15%, 5% and 3% respectively.

Fiscal Impacts

The bid of CIC Research, Inc . of $133,421 is well within the
$200,000 amount allocated for the survey .(Attachment A)

Findings

Eight firms submitted proposals to conduct the survey, following
specifications spelled out in the RFP . The eight proposals were
scored, using a standardized scoring instrument (Attachment B),
and three were evaluated as meeting the minimum passing score of
80 . They were CIC Research, Inc ., Gainer & Associates, and
Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin & Associates . Of these three, the
proposal submitted by CIC Research, Inc . offered the lowest bid
price of $133,421 . Fairbank, Maslin Maullin & Associates bid
$148,080 and Gainer & Associates bid $165,842.
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The proposal by CIC Research, Inc . represents a participation of
79 .5% by a minority business enterprise, 9 .7% by a women's
business enterprise and 3 .6% by a disabled veterans' business
enterprise, thereby meeting the state contract participation
goals.

VI . ATTACHMENTS:

ATTACHMENT A - FUNDING INFORMATION
ATTACHMENT B - Proposal Scoring Sheet

VII . APPROVALS

Prepared by : Robert Stone Phone :

	

(714)

	

449-7070

Reviewed by : 1''-))Phillip Moralez Phone :

	

255-2413

Approved by :

	

~ Judith Friedman Phone :

	

255-2490

Approved by : Marie LaVermne Phone :

	

255-2269

• Legal Review : Date/Time:

S
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ATTACHMENT A -FUNDING INFORMATION

Amount Requested in Item : $	 133,421

Fund Source:

q Used Oil Recycling Fund

q Tire Recycling Management Fund

q Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Account

k3C

	

Integrated Waste Management Account

q Other	
(Specify)

Approved From Line Item:

• Consulting & Professional Services

q Training

Data processing

q Other
(Specify)

Redirection:

If Redirection of Funds : $

Fund Source :

Line Item :



ATTACHMENT B

Proposal Scoring Sheet .

Facility Consumer Research (IWM-C4043)

1 . Overall approach and organization

	

Maximum 20 points

a. Format of proposal . (5)
b. Overall approach and understanding

of problems, issues and required
tasks . (5)

c. Addresses all items in RFP . (5)
d. Clarity of proposal . (5)

2 . Methodology

	

Maximum 30 points

a. Soundness of proposed methodology . (10)
b. Appropriateness of proposed methodology . (10)
c. Feasibility and timeliness of work plan

and schedule . (10)

Qualifications/Resources

	

Maximum 25 points

a. Assigned staff's knowledge and educational background of
the particular project involved . (10)

b. Assigned staff's experience and background in similar
projects. (5)

c. Abilities of assigned staff to conduct the necessary
research with proficiency and accuracy and without
omission . (10)

4 . Past Work

	

Maximum 25 points
References may be consulted.

a. Similarity between previous projects and the project
contained in this RFP . (5)

b. The success (including level of completion) of past
projects and any related work record . (10)

c. Recommendations by Project Review Panel of previous
projects . (10)

2.6



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25, 1995

AGENDA ITEM q

ITEM : CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR MARKETING
TO SOLICIT USED OIL COLLECTION CENTERS IN URBAN UNDERSERVED AREAS
("MARKETING TO SOLICIT CERTIFIED CENTERS")

I .

	

SUMMARY

On August 31, 1994, the Board directed staff of the Used Oil &
HHW Branch to issue a Request for Proposals (RFP) entitled,
"Marketing to Solicit Certified Centers ." The RFP solicited
proposals to identify the urban areas in the state that are
underserved by certified used oil collection centers and to
identify businesses within those urban areas that have the
potential to become collection centers . This contract was not to
exceed $200,000.

•

	

The RFP was advertised in the Contracts Register on December 29,
1994, and 54 copies were mailed to prospective bidders . On
March 2, 1995, six proposals were received . One proposal was
disqualified and two did not receive the necessary 80 points to
be considered qualified bidders . On March 22, 1995, the Bid Price
and Cost Proposals of the three qualified bidders were opened.
Transportation Management Services was determined to be the
lowest qualified bidder at $142,005 .00.

II . PREVIOUS COMMITTEE ACTION

At the time that this Item was prepared, the Local Assistance &
Planning Committee had not met to consider this proposal.

III . OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD

Board members may decide to:

1. Accept the Committee recommendation.

2. Direct staff to consider another alternative.

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Board award a contract to the lowest
•

	

qualified bidder, Transporation Management Services, in the
amount of $142,005 .00 .

24



V. ANALYSIS

On March 2, 1995, six proposals were received in response to the
RFP from California M/W/DVBE Assistance Exchange, CalRecovery,
Inc ., Pacific/west Communications Group, Inc ., Quantum P . R . &
Marketing, Transportation Management Services, and Tierra
Concepts . The proposal from Tierra Concepts was disqualified for
not meeting the disabled veteran, minority, and women business
enterprises requirements.

A five-person review team rated the proposals according to a
Proposal Scoring Sheet included in the RFP . A score of 80 out of
100 points was necessary to be considered a qualified bidder.
CalRecovery, Inc ., Pacific/West Communications Group, Inc ., and
Transportation Management Services received qualifying scores of
80 points or above . Proposals from California M/W/DVBE
Assistance Exchange and Quantum P . R . & Marketing were
disqualified for scores below 80 points.

On March 22, 1995, separate sealed envelops containing the Bid
Price and Cost Proposal of each qualified bidder were opened.
The bids were as follows:

Transportation Management

	

$142,005 .00
Services

CalRecovery, Inc .

	

$142,808 .00

Pacific/West Communications

	

$164,500 .00
Group, Inc .

•
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VII. ATTACHMENT

Resolution 95-373 is attached.

VIII. APPROVALS
C .2,

Prepared By : Candy Robertson Phone : 255-2455

Reviewed By : Steven Hernandez Phone : 255-2474

Reviewed By : Mitch Delmage Phone : 255-2623

Reviewed By : Judith FriedmanC (	' Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Phone :

. VI . FUNDING INFORMATION

Amount Requested in Item : $	 142,005 .00

Fund Source:

n Used Oil Recycling Fund
q Tire Recycling Management Fund
q Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Account
q Integrated Waste Management Account
q Other	

(Specify)

Approved From Line Item:

Consulting & Professional Services
• Training
• Data processing

Coding :
1100 (Index)

	

51847(PCA)

	

703(Object)

Redirection:

If Redirection of Funds : $	

Fund Source :

Line Item :
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Attachment 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

RESOLUTION 95-373

APPROVAL OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR

MARKETING TO SOLICIT CERTIFIED CENTERS

APRIL 25, 1995

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby authorizes a contract
with Transportation Management Services for the work outlined in
the Request for Proposals entitled, "Marketing to Solicit
Certified Centers ." The contract amount shall not exceed
$142,005 .00 .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25 - 26, 1995

AGENDA ITEM II

ITEM :

	

Consideration of : Award of Contracts for Environmental
and Engineering Services and Stabilization and
Abatement of Illegal Waste Tire Sites

BACKGROUND:

At the August 31, 1994, Board Meeting, the Board approved a 1994-
1995 fiscal year contract concept for $1,000,000 for the Waste
Tire Abatement Program . Subsequently, staff developed two scopes
of work for contracts to be implemented under the Waste Tire
Abatement Program . The first scope of work was for $200,000 for
waste tire consultant services . The second scope of work was for
$800,000 for stabilization and abatement of illegal waste tire
sites . These two scopes of work were approved at the November 9,
1994, Permitting and Enforcement Committee Meeting.

ANALYSIS:

The Request for Qualification (RFQ) process defined in Title 14,
Division 7, Chapter 1, Article 2 of the California Code of
Regulations has been employed for the contractor selection
process for both of the above contracts . The RFQ specified
February 1, 1995, as the submittal date for proposals ; however,
by addendum this date was changed to March 1, 1995.
Qualification Statement Packages (QSP) were submitted to the
Board by the following firms prior to the March 1, 1995,
submittal deadline:

IWM-C4040 - Consultant Services Contract ($200,000)

NORCAL San Bernardino, Inc.
CH2M Hill
Trident Environmental and Engineering, Inc.
TAG Resource Recovery
Bryan A. Stirrat & Associates
SCS Engineers
W .W . Iwrin, Inc.

IWM-4041 - Stabilization and Abatement Contract ' ($800,000)

Mendocino Construction Services, Inc.
NORCAL San Bermardino, Inc.
Sukut Construction, Inc.

•

	

W .W . Iwrin, Inc.

•

•
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CIWMB staff evaluated the QSPs using criteria in the RFQ and
selection criteria in Title 14, Division 7, Section 17022 . Based
on this evaluation, the following top ranked proposers were
invited for interviews:

IWM-C4040 - Consultant Services Contract

CH2M Hill
TAG Resource Recovery
Bryan A . Stirrat & Associates
SCS Engineers

IWM-C4041 - Stabilization and Abatement Contract

Mendocino Construction Services, Inc.
NORCAL San Bermardino, Inc.
Sukut Construction, Inc.

After the interviews were conducted, a final ranking of proposers
was determined by staff for the Stabilization and Abatement
Contract (IWM-C4041) . Sukut Construction was the top ranked
proposer and Norcal San Bernardino was the second ranked
proposer . The first and second ranked proposers for the
Consultant Services Contract (IWM-C4040) had not been determined
at the time this agenda item went to print.

The RFQ and Section 17024 of the Regulations requires that
following the interview process, the Board shall attempt to
negotiate rates for labor, equipment and other items necessary to
complete the work required under the contract with the top ranked
proposer for each RFQ . If the negotiations are unsuccessful with
the first ranked proposer, then the Board shall attempt to
negotiate contract rates with the second ranked proposer . This
process will continue until the Board is successful in
negotiating contract rates with a proposer.

At the time this agenda item went to print the negotiation
process had not been completed for the Stabilization and
Abatement Contract and had not yet been initated for the
Consultant Services Contract . The results of the negotiating
process will be presented at the Permitting and Enforcement
Committee Meeting.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve the proposers that were
presented by staff at the Permit and Enforcement Committee
Meeting for Contracts IWM-C4040 and IWM-C4041 .

•
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ATTACHMENTS:

1 . Funding Information

2 . Resolution Number 95-449

Prepared by :

	

Tom Micka Phone : 255-2361

Reviewed by :IPPer/Garth Adams Phone : 255-2453

Approved by :

	

Douglas Y . Okumura Phone : 255-2431

Admin . and Finance Review : Marie LaVerg̀n

	

/ hone : 255-2269

Legal Review : ,( (J~IK.~ Phone : 255-2855

V
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Attachment 1

FUNDING INFORMATION

Amount Requested in Item : $ 1,000,000

Fund Source:

o Used Oil Recycling Fund

Tire Recycling Management Fund

q Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Account

q Integrated Waste Management Account

o Other	
(Specify)

Approved From Line Item:

• Consulting & Professional Services

o Training

q Data processing

• Other
(Specify)

Redirection:

If Redirection of Funds : $

Fund Source:

Line Item:
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Attachment 2
California Integrated Waste Management Board

Resolution No . 95-449

Award of Contracts for Environmental and Engineering Services and
Stabilization and Abatement of Illegal Waste Tire Sites

Whereas, the California Integrated Waste Management Board
was created with the enactment of the California Integrated Waste
Management Act of 1989 ; and,

Whereas, the major responsibility of the Board is to develop
and implement new Integrated Waste Management policy for the
State of California ; and,

Whereas, in order to carry out the responsibilities,
commitment and administration of the Board, numerous agreements
and documents must be executed for and on behalf of the Board;
and,

Whereas, the Board desires to focus its energies and efforts
on the responsibilities with which it alone has been charged by
the Governor and the Legislature, namely the deliberation,
adoption and implementation of statewide policy and standards for
Integrated Waste Management ; and,

Whereas, Public Resources Code .(PRC) § 42845 (a) states that
any person who stores, stockpiles, or accumulates waste tires at
a location for which a waste tire facility permit is required or
in violation of a WTF permit, or the statute or regulations
governing the permitting and storage of waste tires, shall, upon
order of the Board, clean up those waste tires or abate the .
effects thereof, or, in the case of threatened pollution or
nuisance, take other necessary remedial action ; and,

Whereas, PRC § 42846 (a) allows the Board to expend
available money in the California Tire Recycling Management Fund
to perform any cleanup, abatement, or remedial work required
under the circumstances set forth in section 42845 which in its
judgment is required by the magnitude of endeavor or the need for
prompt action to prevent substantial pollution, nuisance, or
injury to the public health or safety;

Now, therefore, Be it Resolved, that the Board approves these
contractors for Board directed remediation projects : TAG Resource
Recovery, IWM C4040 Consultant Services Contract ($200,000) and
Sukut Construction, Inc ., IWM C4041 Stabilization and Abatement
Contract ($800,000) for the Environmental and Engineering Services
Contract.

Be it Further Resolved, that the Board hereby authorizes the
•

	

Executive Director to act on its behalf in executing these
contracts .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a
full, true and correct copy of-a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management
Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph Chandler
Executive Director
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

BOARD MEETING
April 25-26, 1995

AGENDA ITEM It 13

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE
1994/95 USED OIL GRANT FOR NONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS

I . SUMMARY

In accordance with the grant award process, the Board adopts
Administration Committee recommendations for funding based upon
the criteria and scoring process established by the Board . Staff
has applied these criteria in evaluating the applications for the
Used Oil Grants for Nonprofit Organizations for 1994/95 . This
item presents Board staff's recommendations for the Nonprofit
Grant awards.

II . PREVIOUS COMMITTEE OR BOARD ACTION

At its February 9, 1994 meeting, the Local Assistance and
Planning Committee recommended that the Board establish the
ranking criteria and scoring process for all grant programs . The
Board approved the criteria at the February 22, 1995 meeting.

III . OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD

Board members may wish to:

1. Approve staff recommendations and award the Used Oil
Grant for Nonprofit Organizations for 1994/95 as presented
in Attachment A, and approve Board Resolution No . 95-351 ; or

2. Direct staff to reconsider the proposed Nonprofit Grant
awards.

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

Staff recommends Option 1 : Approve staff recommendations for
award of the Used Oil Grants for Nonprofit Organizations and
approve Resolution No . 95-351.

V. ANALYSIS

Background

The California Oil Recycling' Enhancement Act(Act) (Statutes of
1991, Chapter 817) mandates the CIWMB to collect $0 .16 per gallon
on the sale of lubricating oil to be used to fund collection and

•

	

recycling programs . Public Resources Code §48632(b) authorizes a
grant program to nonprofit organizations for establishment of
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used lubricating oil collection centers, purchase of used oil
collection containers to be used in an environmentally sound
manner, or to obtain equipment and establish procedures to comply
with federal, state and local law.

The Act annually allocates the greater of $2 million dollars or
10% of the funds remaining in the Used Oil Recycling Fund after
payment of Block Grants, recycling incentive fees and
administrative costs.

Administrative Review Process

In November, 1994 the Board offered the first cycle of Used Oil
Grants for Nonprofit Organizations . The Board made available up
to $75,000 per application . By the January 31, 1995 deadline,
the Board received 20 applications for a total request of
$1,129,459.

Applications were reviewed by a panel consisting of staff from
the Used Oil Grants Program, Household Hazardous Waste Section
and the Administration and Finance Division . Applications were
reviewed to assure that:

• all information and documents required in the
applications instructions were included and complete

• the application provided proof of nonprofit status in
the form of an official Letter of Determination of
501(c) status from the Internal Revenue Service

• The proposal highlighted one or more of the three
statutorily approved programs:

Establish used oil collection centers

Provide containers and other materials and supplies
that the public can utilize in an environmentally
sound manner to store used lubricating oil for pickup
or return to a used oil collection center

Obtain equipment and establish procedures to comply
with federal, state and local laws regarding the
collection, handling and storage of used oil

Applicants providing insufficient information were contacted by
phone or facsimile and asked to supply the necessary information.

Partnership for Environmental Progress is listed as
"Conditionally Recommended" pending receipt of the Letter of
Determination from the Internal Revenue Service confirming tax
exempt status . Partnership for Environmental Progress applied

•
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for the required 501(c) status months ago and should be receiving
their official letter within the next few weeks . It is staff's
belief that Partnership for Environmental Progress will meet the
tax exempt status requirement before the onset of the grant term,
June 30 1995.

One application, Operation Push-Out, is listed as "No
Recommendation" on Attachment A . This organization has not yet
applied for the 501(c) tax exempt status that is a requirement
for funding consideration under this specific grant . Staff
contacted Willie Holland, Chief Executive Officer of Operation
Push-Out, in mid-March to determine the status of their 501(c)
application with the Internal Revenue Service . Mr . Holland
informed staff that an application had not yet been submitted and
would not be submitted in the near future . It is staff's belief
that Operation Push-Out will not have the required 501(c) tax
exempt status before the onset of the grant period, June 30,
1995 . Therefore, staff recommends that the application in
questions not be found eligible for funding.

Lastly, the application for Inner Vision Youth is listed in the
"Under Review" category because Used Oil Program Staff is
awaiting additional information . The Inner Vision Youth
application included a letter from Finlayson Manor, Inc . Group
Home authorizing the use of its 501(c)(3) status by Inner Vision
Youth . Upon request, staff received a business license
indicating their business name as "Finlayson Manor Inc ./Inner
Vision Youth" . Staff has contacted the Internal Revenue Service
for regulations concerning the appropriateness of this situation.
The Internal . Revenue Service provided information regarding the
ability of one nonprofit organization to do business under
another name and keep its tax exempt status . The question is
currently under consideration by Board legal staff . A decision
is expected before April 18, 1995.

Award of Grants

Staff has applied the eligibility criteria established by the
Board and is recommending the applicants listed on the Staff
Funding Recommendation Attachment A .
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VI . FUNDING INFORMATION

Amount Requested in Item : $	 1,129 .459

Fund Source:

n Used Oil Recycling Fund
q Tire Recycling Management Fund
q Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Account
q Integrated Waste Management Account
q Other

(Specify)

Approved From Line Item:

q Consulting & Professional Services
q Training
q Data processing
n Other Nonprofit Organizations

Coding :
1100 (Index)

	

51847(PCA)

	

703(Object)

Redirection:

If Redirection of Funds : $

Fund Source :

Line Item:

VII . ATTACHMENTS

A. Staff Funding Recommendations for the 1994/95 Used Oil
Grants for Nonprofit Organizations.

B. Board Resolution No .95-351 : "APPROVAL OF 1994/95 USED OIL
GRANTS FOR NONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS ."

S
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VIII . APPROVALS

Prepared by :

	

Nora Keenan

	

Phone : 255-4576

	 1	 3-Cb	 37	 q/49r"	 Phone : 255-2623
Mitch Delmage, . Manager

	 ` ; ; i 7	 :IL—	 Phone : . 255-2302
Judith Friedman, Deputy Director

Reviewed by :

	

	 µ/c/es	 Phone : 255-2269
Mari@ LaVrgne, 'Deputy Director

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by :



Attachment A

1994/95 Used Oil Grant for Nonprofit Organizations
Funding Recommendations

Review Status Applicant Name
Funds
Requested

Proposed
Budget Cuts

Funds
Recommended

Recommended Boys and Girls Club of San Gabriel Valley $75,000.00 $0.00 $75,000.00

Boys and Girls Clubs of Fullerton $41,031 .00 $0.00 $41,031 .00
Canal Community Alliance $46,200.00 $3,400.00 $42,800.00
Community Environmental Council $63,828 .00 $0.00 $63,828.00
Concerned Citizens of South Central Los Angeles $74,920.00 $0.00 $74,920.00
Environmental Health Coalition $9,132 .00 $0.00 $9,132.00
FAME Assistance Corporation $75,000.00 $ 0.00 $75,000.00
Girls and Boys Clubs of Garden Grove $50,000.00 $0.00 $ 50,000.00
I Love A Clean San Diego $74,910.00 $0.00 $74,910.00
Keep California Beautiful $72,271 .00 $0.00 $72,271 .00
Kiwanis Club of Sonora $75,000.00 $0.00 $75,000.00
Los Angeles Conservation Corps $68,780.00 $0.00 $68,780.00
Mission Hiring Hall $74,424.00 $0.00 $74,424.00
Oakland Recycling Association $ 75,000.00 $0.00 $75,000.00
Solana Recyclers . Inc. $39,304.00 $4,353.00 $34,951 .00
Urban Corps of San Diego $75,000.00 $2,348.00 $72,652 .00
Yosemite Community College District $74,771 .00 $ 0.00 $74,771 .00

Total : $1,054,470 .00

Recommended

(Conditional) Partnership for Environmental Progress $74,989.00 $0.00 $74,989.00
Total : $74,989.00

Under Review

Inner Vision Youth $75,000.00 $0.00 $0.00
Total : $0.00

No Recommendation
Operation Push-Out $50,000.00 $0.00 $0 .00

Total : $0 .00

TOTALS : $1,264,560 .00 $10,101 .00 $1,129,459 .00



Attachment B

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

RESOLUTION 95-351

APPROVAL OF 1994/95 USED OIL GRANTS FOR NONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 48656 which
authorizes the Board to award grants to nonprofit organizations
for programs outlined in Public Resources Code 48632(b) ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff mailed a notice of funding
availability during November, 1994 ; and

WHEREAS, 20 applications were received by the January 31,
1995 deadline ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff reviewed the applications to determine
their conformance with established Board requirements ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff has determined that the applications
from nonprofit organizations listed below are eligible for
specified funding under the Used Oil Grant for Nonprofit
Organizations Program;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby
approves the award of the following 18 Used Oil Grants for
Nonprofit Organizations up to the following amounts:

Boys and Girls Clubs of the San Gabriel Valley
Boys and Girls Clubs of Fullerton
Canal Community Alliance
Community Environmental Council
Concerned Citizens of South Central Los Angeles
Environmental Health Coalition
FAME Assistance Corporation
Girls and Boys Clubs of Garden Grove
I Love a Clean San Diego
Keep California Beautiful
Kiwanis Club of Sonora
Los Angeles Conservation Corps
Mission Hiring Hall
Oakland Recycling Association
Partnership for Environmental Progress
Solana Recyclers, Inc.
Urban Corps of San Diego
Yosemite Community College District
TOTAL

$75,000 .00
$41,031 .00
$42,800 .00
$63,828 .00
$74,920 .00
$ 9,132 .00
$75,000 .00
$50,000 .00
$74,910 .00
$72,271 .00
$75,000 .00
$68,780 .00
$74,424 .00
$75,000 .00
$74,989 .00
$34,951 .00
$72,652 .00
$74,771 .00

$1,129, .459 .00

us



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of the resolution duly and
regularly adopted at a meeting of the Board of the California
Waste Management Board held April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

BOARD MEETING
APRIL 25-26, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 14

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR TIRE GRANT
FUNDING FOR FY 1994-95

I. SUMMARY

In accordance with the Board's Grant Award Process, the
Administration Committee makes recommendations for funding based
upon the criteria and scoring process established by the Policy,
Research, and Technical Assistance Committee and the Board.
Staff has applied these criteria in the evaluation of the grant
applications received and ranked them according to their score.
This item presents staff's funding recommendation for the 1994-95
Tire Grant Program.

II. PREVIOUS COMMITTEE ACTION

The Administration Committee did not meet prior to the submittal
of this item.

III. PREVIOUS BOARD ACTION

On November 16, 1994, the Board adopted the funding allocations
for the FY 1994-95 Tire Recycling Grant Program and specified
grants be focussed on business, research, and local government
programs.

IV. OPTIONS FOR THE BOARD

Board members may decide to:

1.

	

Adopt the staff recommendation (Attachment 3) for grant
awards for the Tire Grant Program and adopt the
attached Board Resolution No . 95-392 ; and direct staff
to implement grant agreements with the recommended
applicants ; or

2.

	

Direct staff to revise the proposal and to adopt the
revised Grant Award Proposal for the Tire Grant
Program.

3 .

	

N/A
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S
V. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends option 1 : adopt the staff recommendation for the
FY 1994-95 tire grant awards and direct staff to implement grant
agreements with the recommended applicants.

VI. ANALYSIS

Background

Assembly Bill 1843 (Statutes of 1989, Chapter 974), the Tire
Recycling Act, allows the Board to award grants to businesses,
enterprises, and public entities involved in tire recycling
activities . On November 16, 1994, the Board adopted a tire grant
fund policy for FY 1994-95 which established categories of
consideration, the scoring criteria and process, and recommended
allocation of available funds . Of the $4,109,000 appropriated
from the California Tire Recycling Management Fund, the Board
allocated $700,000 for Business Development and Research Grants,
and $657,023 for Local Government Grants . The categories are
described below:

Business Development - Up to $75,000 per project will fund
"hard to finance" elements of business such as development
of a business plan, market analysis and strategy
development, costs of work-related supplies, and costs
associated with permits, licenses and testing.

Research - Up to $75,000 per project will fund experimental
or theoretical research regarding the recycling, reuse,
reconstitution, or transformation of tire components into
alternate products or energy.

Local Government Programs - Up to $75,000 per cooperative
project will be available for innovative projects which
require at least 25% matching funds . Proposed categories
include : public education ; clean-up and collection;
cooperative efforts with business ; and other projects that
directly facilitate the reduction of stockpiled tires.

A Notice of Funds Available (NOFA) was distributed December 1994,
informing the public of the Board's third cycle of the Tire
Recycling Grant Program and the availability of $1 .3 million in
grant funding: The announced final filing date and time were
February 24, 1995, at 3 :00 pm.

Application packages were mailed to all requestors . The packages
provided instructions on filling out the application form, listed
the criteria by which applications would be evaluated, and

•

•
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included explanations of permit requirements . The following text
was supplied by Permits Branch staff:

"Prior to approval of any grant funding, the grant applicant
must provide evidence that all local, state, and/or federal
permits, licenses, registrations, and approvals for the
handling of the waste tires have been obtained . These
approvals may include, but are not limited to, any
applicable environmental documents and any local zoning,
planning, or building permits .-

For applications proposing to cleanup, remove, or transport
waste tires, the grant applicant must list the waste tire
site, the intended destination of the waste tires and the
intended waste tire hauler to be used . Destination sites
and haulers must be legally authorized by the Board.

Information regarding authorized facilities, registered
haulers, and specific requirements for the storage or
transport of waste tires can be obtained by calling the
Permitting and Enforcement Division, Tire Unit, at (916)
255-2329 ."

Staff provided a list of applicants to the Permits Branch for
compliance review per the Board's permitting requirements.
Application documents were made available for closer review . An
evaluation of the applicants was provided by the Permits Branch,
informing review staff of potential permitting issues that might
be of concern.

Application Review Process

The applications were reviewed for completeness and evaluated by
established review teams using the Board adopted scoring criteria
(see Attachment 2) . Applicants received a final score of up to
150 points . Teams were comprised of staff representing the
following divisions:

Administration Division;
Diversion, Planning & Local Assistance Division ; and
Waste Prevention & Market Development Division.

Review teams scored each proposal according to its presentation .
and merit, gauging the proposal by the general criteria, and also
the specific criteria for the category in which the proposal
competed.

•

	

The review teams ranked the grant applications into four
categorical lists : "A", "B", "C", and "D" (see Attachment 3).

•

•
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Grant proposals receiving the highest scores and recommended for
funding are listed on the "A" List . Proposals receiving lower
scores, but deemed worthy of funding if funds are available, are
listed on the "B" List . Applications that are not recommended
for funding this fiscal year are identified on the "C" List.
Finally, grant applications that the review teams disqualified
are listed on the "D" List .

•

to
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VII . FUNDING INFORMATION

Fiscal Impacts

The Board allocated a total of $1,357,023 for grant awards for FY
1994-95 . The sum of funding requested in the 87 applications
received exceeds $5 .4 million.

Amount Requested in Item : $ 1,357,023

Fund Source:

o

	

Used Oil Recycling Fund

X

	

Tire Recycling Management Fund
0

	

Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Account
0

	

Integrated Waste Management Account
o

	

Other	
(Specify)

Approved From Line Item:

X

	

Consulting & Professional Services-$357,023
0

	

Training
0

	

Data processing

X

	

Other State Operations & Local Assistance-$1,000,000
(Specify)

Redirection:

If Redirection of Funds : $	

Fund Source :

Line Item :

Si
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VIII .ATTACHMENTS

1.	Resolution - Adoption of the FY 1994-95 tire grant
funding recommendations

2.

	

Scoring Criteria

3.

	

"An , . "B", "C", & "D" Lists for Business Development and
Resarch funding recommendations, and Local Government
funding recommendations.

Reviewed by : Doug Okumura 1\ 1\

IX APPROVALS

	

N/lZ.

Prepared by : 	MichaeTCo~ttetas/Thomas Dietsch	 Phone	 2587/2578
M ►7f Y/1z-

Reviewed by :	 Nguyen Van Hanh/Martha GildartAAS `}I13 	 Phone 2437/2619

Reviewed by :	 Daniel Gorfain 	
p,	

Phone	 2320

Reviewed by :	 Marie Lavergne 	 Phone	 2269

Phone	 2431

Date/Time	 l'/'3195-

:

	

.3oi~
Legal Review/Approval :
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ATTACHMENT 1

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Resolution 95-392
April 18, 1995

Adoption of the
California Tire Recycling Management Fund

Grant Awards FY 1994-95

WHEREAS, the Tire Recycling Act (Public Resources Code [PRC]
42800 et . sea .) requires the reduction of the landfill disposal
and stockpiling of used whole tires by 25 percent within four
years of full implementation of a statewide tire recycling
program and to recycle and reclaim used tires and used tire
components to the greatest extent possible in order to recover
valuable natural resources ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 42871(a) requires the California
Integrated Waste Management Board (hereinafter referred to as the
"Board") to initiate a tire recycling program which promotes and
develops alternatives to the landfill disposal and stockpiling of
used whole tires ; and

WHEREAS, the tire recycling program includes the awarding of
grants to businesses, other enterprises, and public entities
involved in research aimed at developing technologies or
improving current activities and applications that result in
reduced landfill disposal of used whole tires ; and

WHEREAS, the Board on November 16, 1994 adopted Resolution
94-403 which allocated $1,357,023 to be used for Business
Development, Research, and Local Government Grants in FY 1994-95;
and

WHEREAS, a total of 87 grant applications were received
before the final filing date of February 24, 1995 ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Sections 42874 and 42875 establish evaluation
factors for grant proposals ; and

WHEREAS, the Administration Committee on April 18, 1995
considered this issue.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby awards
grants as recommended on the attached Lists "A" and "B" for
Business Development and Research, and Local Government projects
from the California Tire Recycling Management Fund for FY 1994-
95 ; and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs staff to enter
into agreements with the applicants as recommended on the
attached Business Development and Research, and Local Government
Lists "A" and "B" ; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that if agreements are not able to be
completed for the recommended applicants, then the Board directs
staff to substitute grant applicants from Business Development
and Research List "B", and Local Government List "B" in order of
the grant proposal scores .

Certification

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25 , & 26, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

Sy



ATTACHMENT 2

GENERAL CRITERIA - Applications were evaluated by the following
General Criteria, and also the Category-Specific Criteria for the
category which applies:

A . The quantity of used tires that may be diverted from
landfills in California.

B .

	

The estimated cost per tire for recycling, processing,
or conversion.

C .

	

The availability (or development) of markets for
recycled tire product(s).

D .

	

The avoidance or mitigation of adverse environmental
effects in California.

E .

	

The compatibility of the proposed project with existing
or proposed solid waste management activities in the
geographic area that the project would serve in
California.

F .

	

The demonstrated likelihood that the proposed project
will result in new, or improve an existing, technology,
method or process for the use of California waste
tires.

G .

	

The prospect for the project to be financially self-
sufficient after applying grant funds.

H. The applicant's demonstration of the ability to carry
out the proposed project and the project's likelihood
of success, including:

1. Technical resources
2. Experience with similar projects, and
3. Existing management structure and expertise

I .

	

The probability that the project can be implemented and
completed with grant funds from the Board and other
sources.

J .

	

The ability of the applicant to demonstrate that the
proposed research, processing system, equipment,
technique or business development is both technically
and economically feasible, and will benefit California
society.

K .

	

If the application proposes to make use of a processing
facility, the applicant must show proof that the .
property or facility will be available for five (5)
years.

s
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CATEGORY-SPECIFIC CRITERIA for Business Development Projects:

A. Proposal involves the manufacture of products and
demonstrates aggressive marketing.

B. Proposal demonstrates the consumption of whole or
processed tire components.

C. Proposal demonstrates the intent to purchase feedstock
and supplies from small California businesses.

D. Proposal demonstrates the ability to create and retain
jobs.

CATEGORY-SPECIFIC CRITERIA for Research Projects:

A. Proposal represents an innovative technique, process or
product.

B. Proposal demonstrates a large potential market for
technology or product.

C. Proposal demonstrates a high likelihood of
commercialization.

D. Proposal commits applicant funds or funds from other
interested parties towards project completion and
future commercialization.

CATEGORY-SPECIFIC CRITERIA for Local Government Programs:

A. Proposal demonstrates an innovative cooperative between
local government and business enterprise.

B. Proposal demonstrates that tires cleaned up or
collected will be properly recycled or combusted.

C. Proposal expands existing programs.

D. Proposal has a strong public education component that
emphasizes the proper disposal sites and processes for
tires .
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0030- ECOPave, Inc . Hugh W. Marcy Granville

Business Plan for Waste
Tire Process Facility in
San Jose

Development of a business plan to support the
implementation of a processing facility in San Jose, CA. $68,000 $68,000 146 A

0002- T.Y .R .E .S ., Inc. Hazel Blankenship Fontana

TDF, the Ultimate answer
for Waste Tire Disposal in
CA

Establish 2 diversion sites (Orange & San Diego
Counties) to enable the company to provide the quantity
of tires anticipated to be demanded . $75,000 $75,000 140 A

0073-
TAK Consulting
Engre . Dr . Barry Takallou Laguna Hills Reacted Rubber Asphalt

Research to develop an advance rubberized asphalt
material with compatible reacted rubber and to construct
three different demonstration projects In Los Angeles
County . $75,000 $75,000 134 A

0081-
Redwood
Rubber Thomas Faust Cone Madera

Molded Products
Containing 100%
Recycled Tires

A study to consider the viability of manufacturing roofing
material that uses 100% devulcanizeil tire rubber . $75,000 $75,000 132 A

0072-
Uremet
Corporation Mark Moore Santa Ana

Molding Specifications to
use Crumb Rubber instead
of Polyurethane in Molded
Products

Research to Incorporate crumb rubber into an existing
product line . Proposal will develop the molds,
production techniques, and standards necessary to use
crumb rubber as a replacement for polyurethane in a
highly-rigid molded rubber product . $75,000 $75,000 130 A

0006-

Coalition
Technologies,
Inc . W.E . Wailes Midland

Testing the use of skin-
sulfonated waste tire
rubber as a concrete
additive

A study to evaluate the earthquake-worthiness of
concrete masonry bricks containing ground waste tire
rubber . $75,000 $75,000 126 A

0023-

PRK
International
Marketing, Inc . Ronald L . Saldana Anaheim Hills

Establish Southern CA

	

.
Tire Recycling Facility

Establish a tire recycling facility based on technology
called the 'Wallace Model 60T Scrap Tire Recycler .'
Development of business plan and cosUrevenue
projections. $70,000 $70,000 126 A

0036-
Gainer &
Associates Gregg Foster Arcata

Construction Tire Bale
Retaining Wall

Study the feasibility of using baled tires as the structural
medium for retaining walls. $63,867 $63,867 125 A

0054-
Create-A-
Saurus, Inc. Leanell Jones Oakland

Rubberized Playground .
Equipment

Development of a marketing plan to further refine the
company's business plan, to attain business permits and
insurance needed to begin full-scale production of
playground equipment . $75,000 $61,567 125 A

0078- Dr . Mohamed Aslam Cupertino Wood/Rubber Composite

Research to develop alternative plywood, pallet,
corrugated sheet and packaging material for high-tech
industrial applications by substituting 50% or more of the
wood with shredded tires . $75,000 $61,566 125 A

"A" List - Total Requested
Total Funds Available: $700,000
Total Recommended

$726,867

$700,000 1

	

.
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0083-
CSU - Fresno -
Foundation Ric Brown Fresno

Golf Course Water
Conservation

Field testing of a tire-constructed passive subirrigation
system for golf courses . $50,000 $0 121 B

0079-
Advance
Disposal to .

	

. Sheila R . Bath Hesperia Designated Tire Collection

Creation of a "subsidized" drop-off center in the Victor
Valley for collection of residential and business-
generated tires for use as fuel In cement kilns . $75,000 $0 120 B

0035- FMI, LLC Barry C . Bach Helendale
Crumb Rubber Processing
/ By-product Market Dev .

Business endeavor to explore siting potential for crumb
operations at 5 sites in CA. Efforts will continue to
research Improved equipment and processes . $75,000 $0 115 B

0061-
Jamre
Industries, Inc. Thomas Lincoln Denver Rebound Top Dressing

A study on the benefits of the Rebound Top Dressing, a
product made from crumbed recycled tire rubber . $74,860 $0 115 B

0005- Td-C, Inc . H .D. -Dee" Cooper Fresno Tri-C Compactor
Business endeavor to develop the market for the Tri-C
compactor, molds and blocks . $75,000 $0 110 B

0084-
TSS
Consultants, Inc Lloyd Forrest Rancho Cordov Crumb Rubber as Fuel

Research to asses the technical feasibility of adding
crumb rubber to non-recyclable paper cubes and/or
pellets for use as supplemental fuel in coal-fired cement
kilns . $71,000 $0 109 B

0051-
Milani

	

.
Associates Dr. Fred Milani Dana Point

Surface Modified Recycled
Rubber in Tire
Manufacturing and Rubber
Molded Products

Develop composite particle formulations for use of
recycled crumb rubber into the manufacturing of new
tires and high-value rubber molded products. $75,000 $0 107 B

0043-

E & A Env.
Consultants,
Inc. Lany Sasser Richmond

Study of Shredded Tires
as Bulking Agent in
Composting

Study to evaluate the use of shredded tires as a bulking
material for composting biosolids and food waste . A
guideline will be written to describe the best procedures
and process advantages . $74,414 $0 105 B

0053-

CA Waste
Removal
Systems David Vaccarezza Lodi

Experimental Used-Tire
Roadbed

Feasibility project to construct a 100 ft. length of one-
lane road bed at the CWRS solid waste facility in Lodi . $75,000 $0 104 B

0014-
International
Tyrecycle Corp . R . Patrick Spiger Spokane

Scrap Tire Reclamation
Process

Research project to further examine the viability of a
patented process to "endothermically" gasify scrap
rubber to create high-value products . $75,000 $0 101 B
"B" List - Total Requested $720,274

•
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C0059-

Environmental
Rubber
Technologies,
Inc. Donald Slack Ventura

Development of CA Env.
Rubber Technologies
Facility

Business enterprise to establish a crumb rubber facility
that will manufacture products using up to 95% recycled
lire rubber . $75,000 $0 98

0058-
Central Coast
Tire Recycling Alice Pagliad Los Osos

central Coast tire
Recycling

Business endeavor to collect tires and process Into
crumb rubber. $75,000 $0 96 C

0027-
Malott Peterson
Renner, Inc. Robert J . Schlesinge Denver Unknown

Develop a shock pad/underlayment system for synthetic
turf athletic fields utilizing non-hazardous latex binders
and rubber from recycled tires . $63,600 $0 94 C

0050-
R.W. Yackel
Company R.W. Yackel Long Beach

New Radial Tire Repair
Process

Perfect and document a partially developed radial tire
sidewall repair process . $75,000 $0 92 C

0056- CALPA, Inc. Jeff Barnett Bakersfield

Feasibility Study for
Construction & Op of a
Crumb Rubber Facility

A business endeavor to explore the viability of a crumb
rubber facility to be established in central California . $50,000 $0 92 C

0055-
Parker
Industries, Inc . S. Alex Parker, Jr. Maysville

Dev . of Closed-Loop Tire
Recycling Facility for the
City of Los Angeles

Business endeavor to develop a closed-loop facility in
LA . Tires will be transported and processed to meet
CalTrans and Green Book specifications and marketed
to highway agencies and rubber molded manufacturers . $75,000 $0 90 C

0075-
SRI
International Paul Rosati Menlo Park

Waste Tire Reinforced
Particleboard Composites

Research to develop laminates and composites for use
in panel products to supplant hardboard and
particleboard and plastics . $70,049 $0 90 C

0017-
BAS Recycling,
Inc. Michael D . Haningto Rancho Cucam

R&D of Equipment for
Removing Fabric
Contaminants

Project will oversee contractor's bids for specialized
equipment that will remove all fabric contamination
generated in the recycling of whole tires . The result will
be a cleaner crumb rubber suitable for injection rubber
molding applications . $75,000 $0 89 C

0048-
JCG Recycling
Intl . Corp . Juan Carlos Lebrija Escondido

Post and Block Guardrail
Support System $45,000 $0 88 C

0034- TICO, Ltd. Patricia Lucchesi Sacramento

Recycling, Reuse and
Resale of Scrap Tires in
the Global Market

Business endeavor to promote products made from
scrap tire rubber in the global market, primarily focused
in the construction industry . $75,000 $0 86 C

0016- Duane D . Dudics Bakersfield

Improvements in the
Lamination Process of
SRT Extruded Products

Research into improving lamination and bonding
techniques to enhance material performance and
broaden applications . Common commercial extrusion
equipment will be used . $75,000 $0 84 C

0068-
San Diego State
Univ . Steven A . Bloom San Diego

Application of Tire Rubber
in Concrete

A study of the structural properties of concrete that
incorporates tire rubber as aggregate . $69,294 50 84 C

0066-

Kenneth
Weathersby
Enterprises Kenneth Weathersby Duarte

Recycling and
Rehabilitation with Tires

Business project to develop a pick-up and transport
service . Future exploration into export of waste tires to
other countries . $75,000 $0 84 C

•
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0060-
Petrochem
Marketing, Inc. Michael V . Burris Oceanside .

Development of a Quick-
setting Cationic Asphalt
Emulsion

Test the technological innovations previously developed
for application in rubberized asphalt. $70,000 $0 82 C

0062-

Aflamont Landfill
& Resource
Recovery
Facility Robert F . Peterson Livermore

Feasibility Study for use of
Ground Recycled Tires as
Road Base

-

Feasibility study to use shredded tires as alternative
road-base material . $75,000 $0 82 C

0086- Louis S . Fore Lafayette
Resource and Site
Selection

Business endeavor to evaluate the viability of
establishing a facility to build tire rubber-based railroad
ties in California . $27,000 $0 82 C

0032- Gregory Amonson Pleasanton Protective Barricades
Testing protective barricades constructed of recycled
tires and pozzolan . $69,000 $0 80 C

0049-
Atlos Rubber
Co. Inc . Robert E . Winders Los Angeles

Buffing/Peelinging/Peeling of Scrap
Truck/Bus Tires

Study the feasibility of removing tread rubber with
modified equipment . The carcass will be used by
mat/tile producers, and the wire will be a waste product
(that may be recyclable). $75,000 $0 76 C

0021-
Frank Fargo Tire
& Rubber Co . Norman Fargo Los Angeles

Non-destructive Tire
Testing Machine

Development of an affordable, prototype, non-
destructive tire testing machine . $75,000 $0 73 C

0080-

Modesto Energy
Limited
Partnership Edward Tomeo San Ramon

Whole Tire Burning
Combustion
Enhancements

Conduct an engineering evaluation to determine
potential whole tire combustion enhancements . $70,000 $0 73 C

0076-

Gala
Technologies,
Inc. Henry W . Sullivan Houston

Subsurface water
dispersal system

Demonstration project to install a subsurface porous
water-dispersion system under a 3.5 acre playing field in
the City of Pleasanton . $74,750 $0 70 C

0052-
Phoenix
Recycling, Inc. Robert D . Kent Yuba City

Validation of Pyrolysis
Processor for CA

After operating a full-scale processor for 1 month, tests
will be conducted on the raw materials and recovered
products . Contractor will produce a report addressing
safety, equipment capacity, quality and consistency of
products . $75,000 $0 66 C

0018- Peralandra Kevin E. Mahaffy Fresno
Tire Chain Composite
Structures

A study to consider the viability of weaving tires Into
chains which are then woven Into large floatation
chambers for airport and harbor floating structures . $86,338 $0 64 C

0045-
Utility Support
Associates Michael Krisman lone

Krisman Energy Structure
Commercial Standard
Bldg. Design

Engineered designs & calculations, standard plan
preparation, and ICBO evaluation of tire-bale
construction process . $75,000 $0 59 C

0001-
Century
Recycling Co . Orval L . Wooner Arvin

Law Enforcement
Training/Firing Range

Construction of firing range using tire shreds In the back
stops and division walls . $75,000 $0 57 C

0085-

Banshee
Development,
Inc. Michael Puffer San Jose

Crash Barriers from
Recycled Tires

A study of the use of waste tires as crash barriers on
raceways and public thoroughfares . $75,000 $0 53 C

• •
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0041-
Agri-Plus
Partners, LLC Peter Geremia Sacramento Soil Amendment

A study of soil amendment mix designs for upgrading
sub-marginal soil to adequate, amble levels. $75,000 $0 51 C

0019-
The Tireles4
Effort Austin Ashley Napa

Tire Recycling Equipment
Development

Development of equipment for precision sidewall
removal, and automated handler, and a cutting machine
to remove the center two-thirds of the tire tread . $68,370 $0 50 C

0008-

Horizon .
Professional
Services Thomas W. Shelton Santa Rosa

Economics of Waste Tire
Management

A study of the collection, processing and disposal
processes to evaluate the costs of each activity.
Information gathered will help project the number of
waste tires that will be generated into the next century . $74,894 $0 48 C

0004-
Biomass
Products Corp . Robed K. Strahom Santa Barbara

Waste Tire Conversion to
Methanol

Feasibility study to consider the use of waste tires as a
partial supplement in the production of methanol . $75,000 $0 37 C

0025- NBT Group Robert A. Wendorf San Rafael
Waste Tires Uses
Program A contest to solicit ideas for uses of waste tires . $23,000 $0 33 C

0010- VITROM Zbigniew Witko San Jose
Single Pass Mobile Tire
Slitter

Development of a one-pass tires liter to reduce
passenger & light truck tires . This process addresses
the technical and economic baffler presented by
reduction requirements. $98,560 $0 24 C

0007-

Central East
Oakland

_Neighborhood Housing & Communi Oakland
Oakland-Alameda County
Tire Recycling Center

	

_Alameda
Establish a tire recycling center to serve the Oakland /

County area . $63,000 $0 _

	

16 C
"C" List - Total Requested

	

$2,229,855
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0009-
Pacific
Resources Richard D. Haney Union City

Define & Test Attributes of
a water-soluble Roof
Coating

Study the attributes of a water soluble roof coating for
trowel or spray application over wood, concrete, kraft
paper, composition shingle, etc . using recycled rubber
products . $75,000 $0 DO

0012- Thinh (Ted) Nguyen Anaheim Business Development

Proposed business endeavor will provide curb-side tire
collection services, then transport to a processing facility
where oil, steel and carbon black will be recovered . $75,000 $0 DO

0022- D & D Recycling Walter Duong Orange UNK UNK $0 DO

0026-
Earth Options
Institute Louis Auletta Santa Rosa

Tire Recycling Research
and Development

Experimental research regarding the recycling, reuse,
reconstitution of tire components into alternative
products . Also, studies regarding the effect of tires on
the environment, and the domestic and foreign markets
for waste tires . $75,000 DO

0031- George I . Hopkins Hollister
Tire Recycling Use in Soil
& Water Conservation Project Description - Unknown $42,000 DQ

0042-

The Waste Not
Enterprises
Team Matthew A . Feller Lancaster

Advanced Agricultural
_System - Phase A

-
"The purpose of Waste Not Enterprise is to purchase
property to establish an advanced agricultural system ." $75,000 DO
"D" List - Total Requested $342,000

TOTAL REQUESTED

	

$4,086,9961
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0020-

Siskiyou
County Dpt . of
Public Works D .A . Gravenkamp Yreka Tire Recycling

A cooperative project with market development, amnesty,
clean-up, public education, and research components . $33,560 $33,560 132 .50 A

0024-
City of West
Sacramento Don Schatzel West Sacramen

Beautification and
Tire Mitigation
Program

A littered tire clean-up and free tire drop-off event in the Fall
and Spring . This program Incorporates the use of the
Youth Diversion Program for labor. $11,702 $11,702 130.50 A

0028-

Kern County
Waste Mgmt.
Dpt.

Daphne H.
Washington Bakersfield

Waste Tire
Management
Program

Kern County will procure the necessary equipment to
reduce extremely large oversized tires into pieces small
enough to include in the current recycling program . $75,000 $37,500 129.50 A

0039-

City of
Alameda,
Public Works
Dept . Robert L. Wamlck Alameda

ReTire Your Tires in
Alameda

Local government program to hold 2 collection events.
Collection vehicles will be supplied by Oxford Tire
Recycling and labor by the East Bay Conservation Corps . $4,688 $4,688 125.50 A

0070-
Calaveras
County Dept of Public Works San Anderas

Waste Tire Diversion
and Collection
Programs

Expansion of existing programs to divert tires from landfill
disposal, to develop a public outreach campaign, and to
dean up illegal tire piles throughout the county . $49,500 $27,500 125.50 A

0011-

Santa Clara
County, Parks
& Recreation Lauren Harvey Los Gatos

Tire Recycling &
Public Education
Program

Local government program to collect tires and haul them to
Calaveras Cement Company in Redding for use as fuel . A
recently hired education coordinator will promote proper
disposal sites and processes . $14,610 $14,610 125 .00 A

0064-
City of San
Clemente Mike Pamess San Clemente

Community Recycled
Tire Education &
Diversion Program

A community and school-based educational program, and
amnesty day event, and retrofitting recreational areas with
playground covering manufactured from scrap tires . $70,000 $59,125 124 .00 A

0037- City of Rialto Gerald Johnson Rialto
Tire Amnesty
Program

Local government program to continue tire collection
endeavors and also to implement a public education
component. $8,760 $8,760 123.00 A



Local Government
FY 1994-95 Grant Funding Recommendations

"A" List (continued)

ITR94
O

0069-

Y

nireBon

City of
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Charles R. Cate Calabasas

i5

Pro ect,Tide~~

Tire Roundup
Program

4'3~`i

	

'N17G'

	

nTe

	

f'

	

r

	

'P

	

F' t . .4
f!oJeetDeserl~k

	

® w

	

lY. ~'

Collection of tires by "volunteens" for transportation to BAS
Recycling where the tires will be processed into crumb
rubber . Product will resurface streets and a parking lot in
the city.

~.
iReq̀ {eat~

$13,750

•''_'

	

f
RecaR }

$13,750

Sj

122 .00

~li'
Rank

A

0013-

County of San
Bernardino, Dpt
of Env .H .Svcs . Joan K . Mulcare San Bernardino

Bounce Back Tire
Amnesty Day
Program

Local government program to expand existing services for
Pt 1994-95 . Tires collected are hauled to designated
readers or cement plants to be used as fuel supplement . $75,000 $58,988 119.00 A

0046-
City of San
Jose Louis Garcia San Jose

Community Tire
Amnesty Day

Local government program to conduct 4 week-end amnesty
events where residents can drop off up to four tires per
household . Tires will be hauled to recyclingfindneration
processing centers . $33,110 $33,110 119.00 A

0040-
Jurupa Unified
School Dist . Rollin Edmunds Riverside Swing Into Action

Replacement of playground safety matting at 3 elementary
schools with alternate matting consisting of 80% recycled
tires . $75,000 $50,000 118.00 A
"A" List - Total Requested 4 ,680
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Lancaster0065-
City of
Lancaster

Tire Recycling
Campaign

Local government program with emphasis in education and
outreach targeted at small businesses and residents.

0063-
County of
Humboldt John Murray Eureka

Humboldt County Tire
Cleanup

Local government program to dean up illegally dumped
tires and, by purchasing a tire cutter, reduce the amount of
tires left on public roads . $36,376 $36,376 116 .50 B

0033-

County of Yolo,
Dept . of Public
Works John Joyce Davis

Waste Tire Market
Development

Demonstration project to find markets for waste tires in
landfill gas extraction and recovery systems . $75,000 563,000 115 .00 B

0077-
El Dorado
County Env . Mgmt . Opt. Placerville Amnesty Days

Conduct six used tire amnesty collection events . Tires
collected will be processed and hauled to Gem Energy in
Redding, CA for combustion . $64,550 $48,850 114 .50 B

0067-
County of San
Diego John Miller San Diego

Rural Communities
Tire Collection
Network

A local government tire collection program focusing on the
rural unincorporated areas . $31,485 $29,884 114.00 B

0047- Mann County . Dee Johnson San Rafael
Amnesty Program for
Waste Tires

Local government program that would provide residents a
"coupon" entitling them to turn in up to four tires free of
charge. $16,800 $16,800 111 .00 B

0003-
Mariposa
County Michael D . Edwards Mariposa

Tire Disposal
Amnesty Day

Local program to enable citizens the ability to legally
dispose of tires . Collected tires will be properly
transformed to energy production . $2,250 $2,250 109 .50 B

0038-

Western
Riverside
Council of
Govts . Joyce Wilson Riverside

Regional The
Education & Reuse
Program

The regional program will develop an end-use market
through a pilot program that uses crumb rubber as a soil
amendment on parks and playing fields . There is also a
public education component . $75,000 $36,000 105 .00 B

0074-
County of San
Joaquin

Dept . of Public
Works Stockton

Tire Recycling
Program

Local government program to expand existing tire collection
activities by enhancing amnesty, educational partnerships,
and research components. $75,000 $13,970 104 .50 B

0087- City of Lompoc Frank L. Priore Lompoc
Tire Shredding for
Reuse Alternatives

Proposal to purchase tire shredding and rim removal
equipment and transport trailer . $72,000 $0 103 .00 B

0044-
Sonoma
County Dept .of Public Works Santa Rosa

Community Clean-
ups and Amnesty
Days

Local government program to collect tires and to deliver to
West Sonoma County Disposal for processing . $8,000 $0 102 .00 B

0029-
Tuolumne
County Gregory C . Jacob Sonora

Cleanup & Tire
Amnesty Program Conduct 2 tire amnesty days In the spring and fall of 1996 $75,000 $0 _ 100 .00 B

"B" List - Total Requested
Total Funds Available : $657,023
Total Funds Recommended

$606,461

$657,023
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Local government program to expand the scope of existing
vehicle abatement objectives . The new component would
involve the removal of tires from junk cars for recycling .

$.!eea vest;

$75,000

IEMkf

$0

ls`

98 .50 C0015-
County of
Riverside Scott Barber

-
Riverside

Waste Tire
Abatement and
Recycling

0071-
City of Palm
Springs John Raymond Palm Springs

Develop Tire
Recycling Market

Develop a collection system and recycling markets for tires
within nine Coachella Valley cities and areas of the
unincorporated county . $40,000 $0 94.50 C

0082-
Assn . of Bay
Area Govts . Terry Bursztynsky Oakland

Crumb Rubber
Market Feasibility
Study

A study of the market potential of crumb rubber, and the
economic viability of siting a crumb rubber plant in the Bay
Area . $74,216 $0 85 .00 C

0057-

Riverside
County Waste
Resources
Mgmt Dist . Michael Schier Riverside

Market Assessment
and Amnesty
Program for Waste
Tire Recycling

A market assessment to identify available markets and
capacity for recycled tires. Additionally, there will be an
amnesty program and public education to target illegal tire

_dumping . $54,000 $0 _ 84 .00 C

"C" List - Total Requested $243,216,

Total Funds Requested
Total Funds Available : $657,023
Total Funds Recommended

$1,314,357

$657,023 1
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1ALYSIS:

The City of Oakland's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion for 1995 at 47 .4% and 64 .7* for the year 2000 . Adjusting for restricted
wastes reduces these percentages to 23 .1% for 1995, and 48 .6% for the year 2000.

The diversion programs that the City is planning include : Promoting home composting,
adopting procurement guidelines for city government, adopting mandatory diversion
and waste reduction and reporting requirements for businesses, initiating curbside
recycling, and collecting commercial office paper and glass for recycling . In the
medium-term, the City hopes to participate in a regional composting facility and to
implement curbside collection of yard waste.

Due to a shortfall in the diversion mandates because of restricted wastes, staff
recommends conditional approval of the SRRE for the City of Oakland . As a condition,
the City must provide further information in their first Annual Report describing
expansion of existing programs or additional programs that will be implemented to
reach the 25* mandated diversion goal for .1995.

California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM Y /S

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Oakland, Alameda County

STAFF COMMENTS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES I NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% .or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Adjusting for restricted wastes reduces these percentages to 23 .1% for 1995, and
48 .6% for the year 2000 . Even with restricted wastes removed,' the projected
diversion rates are sufficient to conditionally comply with the mandated goals.

ae SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.
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Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 311,155 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . This amount includes 2,058 tons of "Ott.
Waste" which appears to contain inert solids such as building fixtures . Staff
therefore has subtracted a total of 311,155 tons from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

City of Oakland

Changes to claimed
tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals

Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div.

(-303,132)
(-8,023)

0
0

(-311,155)

Gen . Dis.

974,600 516,499

(-303,132) 0
(-8,023) 0

0 0
0 0

(-311,155) 0

663,445 516,499

1995
Div.

466,337

(-303,132)
(-8,023)

0
0

(-311,155)

155,182

Gen . Dis.

982,836 351,278

(-303,132) 0
(-8,023) 0

0 0
0 0

(-311,155) 0

671,681 351,278

2000

Div.
643,655

(-303,132)
(-8,023)

0
0

(-311,155)

Original Claim

Corrected Totals

588,533 386,067

588,533 74,912 332,500

Gen.
994,933

(-303,132)
(-8,023)

0
0

(-311,155)

683,778

Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

'39:6%d
11.3% '

474 %a

23.1%
64.78,

HHWE

The HHWE does not completely satisfy the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750
et . seq . for the following areas:

HHWE ADEQUACY I Yes No HHWE ADEQUACY Yes If No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X .Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of Oakland participates in a countywide Household Hazardous Waste
Program co-sponsored with the County and the Alameda County Waste Management
Authority . Public education programs to reduce the use of Household Hazardous
Waste products, financially supporting siting three permanent facilities
within the county for all residents, and a load-checking program at the County
Landfills are all HHW public education diversion programs that will be
continued.

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Program Implementation - According to regulatory requirements, a Master
Implementation Schedule includes tasks for both the short and medium-term
planning periods . Efforts which will be "on-going" through the year 2000
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should be added to the implementation schedule at the time of the first Annual
Report to the Board.

Monitoring and Evaluation - Information concerning how the countywide program
will be monitored and evaluated through the year 2000 should be added to the
implementation schedule at the time of the first Annual Report to the Board.

Education and Public Information - Activities which have been listed on the
schedule as "on-going" require explanation of approximately when and how often
these activities will occur . This information should be included in the first
Annual Report to the Board.

Staff recommends conditional approval of the HHWE for the City of Oakland . As
a condition, the City must provide additional information that describes the
medium-term efforts for the program implementation, education and public
information and monitoring and evaluation tasks in their first Annual Report
to the Board.

NDFE

This NDFE does not completely satisfy the requirements of 14 CCR Sections
18752 et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No l N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The Element identifies two nondisposal facilities outside the jurisdiction
that the City uses, and two within the jurisdiction that are used.

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Regulations require that the NDFE identify the jurisdictions which use the
permitted facilities located within their jurisdiction . The City should
include information regarding participating jurisdictions at the time of the
City's first Annual Report to the Board.

Staff recommends conditional approval of the City of Oakland's Nondisposal
Facility Element.

1:

	

Resolution NO .95-379 Conditional Approval for the SRRE for the City of
Oakland

2:

	

Resolution N0 .95-380 Conditional Approval for the HHWE for the City of
Oakland

3:

	

Resolution N0 .95-3B1 Conditional Approval of the NDFE for the City'of
Oakland

•

h
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Prepared by :	 Michelle Marlowe Lawrence

Prepared by :	 Chris Schmidle
~~rr11

Reviewed by :	 Dianne Range

Reviewed by :	 Catherine Cardozo
J~

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix `f

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman

Legal Review :	 C

Phone : 255-2307

Phone : 255-2425

	Phone :	 255-2304

Phone :	 255-2656

Phone : 255-2670

	Phone :	 255-2302

Date/time :	 //4s-
V:/Oaw.
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AGENDA ITEM S '/(•

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Pleasanton, Alameda County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Pleasanton's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion for 1995 at 42 .8% and 50 .3% for the year 2000 . Adjusting for restricted
wastes reduces these percentages to 40 .0% for 1995, and 48 .1% for the year 2000.
Even with the restricted wastes removed, the projected diversion rates are
sufficient to substantially comply with the mandated goal.

The source reduction programs that the City is planning include : Promoting home
composting and implementing procurement guidelines for the City . Recycling efforts
will focus on upgrading the existing Material Recovery Facility to process
additional types of wastes, directing inert loads to recycling facilities, and
collecting commercial office paper and glass for recycling . In the medium-term, the
City hopes to participate in a regional composting facility and to implement
curbside collection of yard waste.

Staff recommends approval of the SRRE for the City of Pleasanton . In addition, the
City must provide a complete Master Schedule and the specific information identified

the "Area of Concern" section of this agenda item, in their first Annual Report
the Board.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY I 1

	

YES NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
Meets SWGS criteria an CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Adjusting for undocumented restricted wastes, the City's diversion projection for
the year 2000 is 48 .1 percent.

~stricted Materials : No documentation of diversion claims for 6,915 tons of
restricted waste types (inert solids, scrap metals, and white goods) has been
received . Staff therefore has subtracted 6,915 tons from diversion and generation.

\0
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The SWGS as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Area of Concern:

Integration Component - - Figure 10-1 is not a Master Schedule which contains all
implementation tasks for new and expanded solid waste diversion programs . The table
is missing tasks for the selected public education and information programs . The
table should include a title for each task, task start date and milestone date(s).
This information should be provided in the City's first Annual Report to the Board.

Pleasanton Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gem

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
ngrnalClaim 105,692 25319 131,211 84,674 63,289 147,963 80,586 81,480 162,066

- hanges to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-4,576) (-4,576) 0 (-4,576) (-4,576) 0 (-21) (-4,576)
Scrap metals 0 (-1,919) (-1,919) 0 (-1,919) (-1,919) 0 (-48) (-1,919)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 (-420) (-420) 0 (420) (420) 0 0 (420)

Subtotal 0 (-6,915) (-6,915) 0 (-6,915) (-6,915) (-6,915) (-69) (-6,915)

torrected Totals 105,692 18,604 124,296 84,674 56,374 141,048 74,565 6,932 155,151

aim- • • eversion rates • .

	

'o . :

	

"• tS .

	

"•

Corrected diversion rates 15 .0% 40 .0% 48.1%

'

The HHWE does not satisfy the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for the
following areas:

HHWE ADEQUACY Yes I No HHWE ADEQUACY
I

Yes 11 No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X
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e City of Pleasanton participates in a countywide Household Hazardous Waste
Program co-sponsored with the County and the Alameda County Waste Management
Authority . Public education programs to reduce the use of Household Hazardous Waste
products, financially supporting siting three permanent facilities within the county
for all residents, and a load-checking program at the County Landfills are all HHW
diversion programs that will be continued.

Explanation of any "No" Responses:

Area of Concern:

Program Implementation - According to regulatory requirements, a Master
Implementation Schedule includes tasks for both the short-term and medium-term
planning periods . Efforts which will be "on-going" through the year 2000 should be
added to the implementation schedule at the time of the first Annual Report to the
Board.

Monitoring and Evaluation - Information concerning how the countywide program will
be evaluated and monitored through the year 2000 should be included at the time of
the first Annual Report to the Board.

Education and Public Information - Activities which have been listed on the
schedules as "on-going" require explanation of approximately when and how often
these activities will occur . This information should be included at the time of the
first Annual Report to the Board.

taff recommends conditional approval for'•the City of Pleasanton's Household
zardous Waste Element . As a condition, staff recommends that the City of
easanton provide additional information to address the "Areas of Concern" items

regarding program implementation, monitoring and evaluation, and education and
public information in their first Annual Report to the Board.

NDFE

This NDFE does not completely satisfy the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The Element identifies one nondisposal facility the city uses which is located
within the jurisdiction.

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Regulations require that the NDFE identify the jurisdictions which use the permitted

f
acilities located within their jurisdiction:

taff recommends conditional approval of the City of Pleasanton's Nondisposal
facility Element . As a condition, the NDFE should be amended to include information
regarding participating jurisdictions in the City's first Annual Report to .the
Board.
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1 :

	

Resolution No .95-382

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Pleasanton
2 :

	

Resolution NO .95-383

	

Conditional Approval for the HHWE for the City o
Pleasanton

3 :

	

Resolution No .95-384

	

Conditional Approval of the NDFE for the City of
Pleasanton

Prepared by : Michelle Marlowe Lawrence Phone : 255-2307

Prepared by : Chris Schmidle Phone : 255-2425

Reviewed by : Dianne Ranqe Phone : 255-2304

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekeri Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedmax9n/ Phone : 255-2302

v
`~

Legal Review : lam' Date/time :
I
~//,~ff 7JH
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ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of San Leandro, Alameda County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of San Leandro's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SAKE) projects
diversion for 1995 at 25% and 50% for the year 2000 . Adjusting for restricted
wastes reduces these percentages to 18 .1% for 1995, and 45 .5% for the year 2000,
resulting in the City's diversion projections falling below the mandated diversion
goals.

The source reduction programs that the City is planning include : continuation of the
uniform can rate, a new nonresidential waste audit program, development of a
recycled and reusable products procurement policy for City offices, and supporting
the County's home composting program through education and public information
activities . Continuing the office paper collection program and participating in a
Material Recovery Facility will be the focus of the recycling activities for the
City.

Due to a significant shortfall in the diversion mandates because of excluded wastes
staff recommends disapproval of the SRRE for the City of San Leandro . In addition,
he City must provide a complete Master Schedule and the specific information
entified in the "Area of Concern" section of this agenda item, in their first

Annual Report to the Board.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Adjusting for restricted wastes reduced the 1995 diversion projection to 18 .1% and
he year 2000 diversion projection to 45 .5%.

4111

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below .

15
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RestrictedMaterials : No documentation of diversion claims for 9,466 tons of
restricted waste . types has been received . Staff therefore has subtracted 9,466
tons from diversion and generation . The SWGS, as corrected meets the SWGS criteri

Area of Concern:

Integration Component - Figure 10-1 is not a Master Schedule which contains all
implementation tasks for new and expanded solid waste diversion programs . The table
is missing tasks for the public education and information programs selected, and
should contain a title for each task, task start date and milestone date(s) . The
City should provide this information at the time of the first Annual Report to the
Board.

City of San Leandro

Original Claim
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal
Corrected Totals

Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div . Gen . Dis.
108,495 84,904

(8,912) 0
(554) 0

0 0
0 0

(9,466) 0
99,029 84,904

1995
Div.
28,228,

(8,912)
(554)

0
0

(9,466)
18,762

25 .0%
18.1%

Gen . Dis.
113,132 57,539

(8,912) 0
(554) 0

0 0
0 0

(9,466) 0
103,666 57,539

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates

84,206 24,289

(8,912)
(554)

0
0

(9,466)
84,206 14,823

22 .4%
15.0%

2000
Div .

	

Gen.
57,428 114,967

(8,912)
(554)

0
0

(9,466)

(8,912)
(554)

0
0

(9,466)
47,962

50 .0%
45.5%

The HHWE does not satisfy the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for the
following areas:

HHWE ADEQUACY Yes No ( HHWE ADEQUACY Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of San Leandro participates in a countywide Household Hazardous Waste
Program co-sponsored with the County and the Alameda County Waste Management
Authority . Public education programs to reduce the use of household hazardous waste
products, financially supporting siting three permanent facilities within the County
for all residents, and supporting a load-checking program at the County Landfill
and at the Davis Street Transfer Station located within San Leandro, are all HIM
public education diversion programs that will be continued.
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lanation of any "no" responses:

Area of Concern:

Program Implementation - According to regulatory . requirements, a Master
Implementation Schedule includes tasks for both the short-term and medium-term
planning periods . Efforts which will be "on-going" through the year 2000 should be
added to the implementation schedule at the time of the first Annual Report to the
Board.

Monitoring and Evaluation - Information concerning how the countywide program will
be monitored and evaluated through the year 2000 should be included at the time of
the first Annual Report to the Board.

Education and Public Information - Activities which have been listed on the schedule
as "on-going" require explanation of approximately when and how often these
activities will occur . This information should be included at the time of the first
Annual Report to the Board.

Staff recommends a conditional approval of the City of San Leandro's HHWE . As a
condition, staff recommends that the City of San Leandro provide additional
information to address the "Areas of Concern" items regarding program
implementation, monitoring and evaluation and education and public information in
their first Annual Report to the Board.

NDFE

h
is NDFE does not completely satisfy the'requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
q . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes J No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The Element identifies one existing facility outside the city and one inside the
city being used to divert waste . In addition, one new sludge composting facility is
being proposed within the city's jurisdiction.

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Regulations require that the NDFE identify the jurisdictions which use'the permitted
facilities located within their jurisdiction.

Staff recommends conditional approval of the City of San Leandro's Nondisposal
Facility Element . As a condition, the NDFE should be amended to include information
regarding participating jurisdictions at the time of the City's first Annual report
to the Board.

Resolution NO . 95-385

	

Disapproval for the SRRE for the City of San
Leandro

Resolution NO . 95-386

	

Conditional Approval for the HHWE for the City of
San Leandro

3 :

	

Resolution NO . 95-387

	

Conditional Approval of the NDFE for the City of
San Leandro
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Prepared by : Michelle Marlowe Lawrence Phone : 255-2307 •

Prepared by : Chris Schmidle Phone : 255-2425

Reviewed by : Dianne Ranqe Phone : 255-2304

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekeri Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time :
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California Integrated Waste Management Board ,

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM/8

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the Unincorporated Areas of Alameda
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The County of Alameda's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion for 1995 at 26 .5% and 53 .9% for the year 2000 . Adjusting for restricted
wastes reduces these percentages to 22 .9W for 1995, and 51 .8% for the year 2000.
Even with the restricted wastes removed, the projected diversion rates are
sufficient to conditionally comply with the mandated goals.

The source reduction programs that the County is planning include : adopting
procurement guidelines for government agencies, providing information and assistance
for waste audits for large generators, establishing a reusable products promotional
program for Castro Valley residents, and supporting the County's home composting
program through education and public information activities . Continuing the
residential curbside collection program through the short-term and participating in
a Material Recovery Facility and implementing a commercial glass program will be the
focus of the recycling activities for the unincorporated area of the County.
Residents will be able to send their yard waste to a composting facility via their
curbside collection program, and the county will participate in a regional
composting facility now in the planning stage.

e to the 1995 diversion projection not meeting the mandated goal, staff recommends
conditional approval of the County of Alameda's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element . As a condition the County of Alameda must provide additional information at
the time of their first Annual Report to the Board which describes expansion of
existing programs or additional programs that will be implemented to reach the 25%
mandated goal . In addition, the City must provide a complete Master Schedule and the
specific information identified in the "Area of Concern" section of this agenda
item, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

,2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

•
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

Adjusting for restricted wastes reduced the County's diversion projection for 199
to 22 .9%.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Restricted Materials : No documentation of diversion claims for 10,483 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff therefore has subtracted 10,483
tons from. diversion and generation.

AREA OF CONCERN:

Tasks for the selected public education and information programs are not included in
the Master Schedule of the Integration Component . A Master Schedule should include
all program tasks, as well as a title for each task, task start date and milestone
date(s) . In addition, the public education and information and monitoring and
evaluation tasks which have been listed on the Master Schedule of the Integration
Component as "on-going" need to be updated to provide an' explanation of
approximately when and how often these program tasks will occur . This information
should be included in the County's first Annual Report to the Board.

Alameda (Unincorp .) Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div.

Original Claim 168,590 28,574

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

White goods

Subtotal

Transformation

ADC

(-10,048)

(-435)

0

0

(-10,483)

Corrected Totals 168,590 18,091

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates

Gen . Dfs:

197,164 164,896

(-10,048) 0

(-435) 0

0 0

0 0

(-10,483) 0

0

0

186,681 164,896

1995

Div.

59,536

(-10,048)

(-435)

0

0

(-10,483)

49,053

26:5%

22:9%

Gen . Dis.

224,432 107,796

(-10,048) 0

(-435) 0

0 0

0 0

(-10,483) 0

0

0

213,949 107,796

2000

Div.

126,163

(-10,048)

(-435)

0

0

(-10,483)

(-10,048)

(-435)

0

0

(-10,483)

0

0

233,959

115,680 223,476

HHWE

The HHWE does not completely satisfy the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et.
seq . for the following areas:
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*EWE ADEQUACY Yes No

	

,I HHWE ADEQUACY Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The County of Alameda participates in a countywide Household Hazardous Waste Program
co-sponsored with the County and the Alameda County Waste Management Authority . In
addition, curbside pickup of used motor oil and paint occurs for the residents of
the Castro Valley Sanitary District . Public education programs to reduce the use of
Household Hazardous Waste products, financially supporting siting three permanent
facilities within the county for all residents, and supporting a load-checking
program at the County Landfills are all HHW public education diversion programs that
will be continued.

Explanation of any "No" responses:

AREA OF CONCERN:

Program Implementation - According to regulatory requirements, a Master
Implementation Schedule includes tasks for both the short-term planning period and
medium-term planning period . Efforts which will be "on-going" through the year
000, should be added to the implementation schedule at the time of the first Annual
port to the Board.

Monitoring and Evaluation - Information concerning how the countywide program will
be evaluated and monitored through the year 2000 should be included at the time of
the first Annual Report to the Board.

Education and Public Information - Activities which have been listed on the schedule
as "ongoing" require explanation of approximately when and how often these
activities will occur . Please provide this information at the time of the first
Annual Report to the Board.

Staff recommends conditional approval of the HHWE for the Unincorporated County of
Alameda . As a condition, staff recommends that the County provide additional
information to address the "Area of Concern" items regarding program implementation,
monitoring and, evaluation, and education and public information in their first
Annual Report to the Board.

NDFE

This NDFE addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas:

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction

acility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction

Yes No

X

X

N/A

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction

	

X
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The Element identifies ten facilities outside the unincorporated county that the.
county and sanitary districts use.

Staff recommends approval of the unincorporated County of Alameda's Nondisposal
Facility Element.

1 :

	

Resolution

2 :

	

Resolution

3 :

	

Resolution

NO .95-388

	

Conditional Approval for the SRRE for the County of
Alameda

NO .95-389 Conditional Approval for the HHWE for the County of
Alameda

NO.95-390 Approval of the NDFE for the County of Alameda

Prepared by : Michelle Marlowe Lawrence Phone : 255-2307

Prepared by : Chris Schmidle Phone : 255-2425

Reviewed by : Dianne Rancre Phone : 255-2304

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656
i —

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

	

Ay ' Phone : 255-2302

U
Legal Review : Date/time :
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

AGENDA ITEM 1'/9
ITEM : Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and

Recycling Element and Noridisposal Facility Element for the City of
Clovis, Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Clovis' SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 28 .9% and 50 .4% for the year
2000 . However, adjustments to remove comparable data, restricted and hazardous
waste change the 1995 perentages to 28 .3% and the 2000 percentages to 50 .1% . . The
City of Clovis has selected a variety of programs to achieve 28 .3% and 50 .1%
diversion . Source reduction programs include in-house waste reduction programs,
environmental shopping/precycle campaign, waste evaluations, variable container rate
structure, business license fees, and regulatory programs such as land-use
incentives/disincentives and product bans . Selected recycling programs include
drop-off, buy-back, curbside recycling for single and multi-unit residences,
commercial separation program, office paper recovery, and a material recovery
facility . The composting program begins as a yard waste composting operation that
will expand to include source-separated organics . The source-separated organics
composting operation will compost both yard and other organic wastes such as paper
and food waste . The City of Clovis, Fresno County and all incorporated cities
(except Coalinga, Fowler, and Parlier) were designated as a Recycling Market

velopment Zone at the February 1995 Board meeting . Board staff recommends
proval of the City's SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

RSO A p :\rp\treeno\clovagen .doc .doc 1/27/95
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Comparable Data . The City used waste diversion rates per household from a Glendale
study to calculate their source reduction diversion amounts . Jurisdictions may not
use of comparable data to quantify diversion. Staff have therefore subtracted 326
tons of source reduction (60 tons of food waste, 191 tons of yard waste and 75 tons
of white goods) from diversion and generation.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted 316 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 500 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50%
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 .for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . Odd of the conditions for claiming diversi=
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year dispos
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in t
base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a program may be implemented that co-
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes and animal manure (see page 5-16 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 269 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 547 tons . The
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
5,606 tons while the SWGS shows 5,619 tons . Staff has used the amounts from the
SWGS to calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected at
the time of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report.

HSOLA p :\vp\fresno\clovagen .doc .doc 3/27/95
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Clovis Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 63,717 6,166 69,883 56,422 22,959 79,381 44,946 45,700 90,646

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-320) (-320) 0 (-320) (-320) 0 (-320) (-320)

Scrap metals 0 (-3) (-3) 0 (-3) (-3) 0 (-3) (-3)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-177) (-177) 0 (-177) (-177) 0 (-177) (-177)

Subtotal

	

- 0 (-500) (-500) 0 (-500) (-500) 0 (-500) (-500)

Comparable Data 0 (-326) (-326) 0 (-326) (-326) 0 (-326) (-326)

Hazardous Waste (-316) 0 (-316) (-316) 0 (-316) (-316) 0 (-316)

Corrected Totals 63,401 5,340 68,741 56,106 22,133 78,239 44,630 44,874 89,504

Claimed diversion rates 8.8% 28.9% 50 .4%

Corrected diversion rates 7.8% 28.3% 50.1%

This NDFE has not completely satisfied the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the following areas (explain any
"No" answers):

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE states that there is one new non-disposal facility proposed at this
time (Madera County Compost and Biomass) . However, the City's SRRE describes both a
regional material recovery facility and a regional composting facility that is
needed to assist the City in achieving the diversion goals . Based on this finding,
Board staff recommend a conditional approval of the City's NDFE . As a condition,
the City will need to amend the NDFE to include the material recovery facility in
its first Annual Report to the Board.

HSOIA p :\vp\tresno\clovagen .doc .doc 4/4/95
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ATTACHMENTS:

1:	Resolution No . 95-301
2:

	

Resolution No . 95-302
Approval for the SRRE .for the City of Clovis
Conditional Approval for the NDFE for the City of
Clovis

Prepared by :	 Heidi Sanborn

Prepared by :	 Sherrie Sala-Moore \

Reviewed by :	 Toni Terhaar

Reviewed by :	 Catherine Cardozo

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix,i'

	 Phone :	 255-2317

Phone :	 255-2649

Phone :	 255-2653

Phone :	 255-2656

Phone :	 255-2670

Phone :	 255-2302

Date/time:

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman

Legal Review :

•
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-301

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CLOVIS, . FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which'cannot be reduced at the source,

. recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Clovis, Fresno
County .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT it 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-302

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR CITY OF CLOVIS, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for City
of Clovis . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to
include the information of a material recovery facility
identified in the SRRE . Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
41736, at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be
incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which may be
modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and
planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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AGENDA ITEM X20

ITEM : Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of
Coalinga, Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Coalinga has selected a variety of programs to achieve 28 .1% and 51 .1%
diversion . Source reduction programs include in-house waste reduction programs,
environmental shopping/precycle campaign, waste evaluations, variable container rate
structure, business license fees, and regulatory programs such as land-use
incentives/disincentives and product bans . Selected recycling programs include
drop-off, buy-back, curbside recycling for single and multi-unit residences,
commercial separation program, office paper recovery, and a floor-sort recovery
facility . The composting program begins as a yard waste composting operation that
will expand to include source-separated organics . The source-separated organics
composting operation will compost both yard and other organic wastes such as paper
and food waste . Board staff recommends approval of the City's SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report)
X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, e as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted commercial and industrial hazardous waste tonnages from

•isposal and generation .
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Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received : Staff have therefore subtracted 63 tons from diversion and
generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation regarding
biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January
1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC
Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal
for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a
jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and
transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass
conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the
amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year.
Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly disposed,
and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a program may be implemented that co-
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes and animal manure (see page 5-16 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 58 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 142 tons . The
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
452 tons while the SWGS shows 429 tons . Staff has used the amounts from the SWGS to
calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected at the time
of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report.

32



Agenda Item-20
Page 3

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
•ril 20, 1995

Coalinga Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 7,057 571 7,628 6,022 2,359 8,381 4,511 4,711 9,222

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-63) (-63) 0 (-63) (-63) 0 (-63) (-63)

Subtotal 0 (-63) (-63) 0 (-63) (-63) 0 (-63) (-63)

Hazardous Waste (-2) 0 (-2) (-2) 0 (-2) (-2) 0 (-2)

Corrected Totals 7,055 508 7,563 6,020 2,296 8,316 4,509 4,648 9,157

Claimed diversion rates 7.5% 28 .1% 51 .1%

Corrected diversion rates 6.7% 27.6% 50.8%

~FE

This NDFE has not completely satisfied the requirements of 14 CCR'Sections 18752 et.
seq . for the following areas (explain any "No" answers):

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE states that the City is considering constructing a composting or
.green waste chipping facility and a materials recovery facility in the City in the
future, but no further details were provided . However, the City's SRRE describes
both a regional floor-sort recovery facility and a regional composting facility that
is needed to assist the City in achieving the diversion goals . Based on this
finding,'Board staff recommend a conditional approval of the City's NDFE . As a
condition, the City will need to amend the NDFE to include these facilities in
detail in its first Annual Report to the Board .
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-311

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL. OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF COALINGA, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when'developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which'cannot be reduced at the source,

• recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Coalinga,
Fresno County .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director 35



ATTACHMENT it 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-312

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR CITY OF COALINGA, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have'not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for City
of Coalinga . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to
include the information of a floor-sort facility and composting
acility identified in the SRRE . Pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should
be incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which may be
modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and
planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 221

ITEM : Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of
Firebaugh, Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:

In October 1994, the Board granted the City of Firebaugh a reduction in the 1995
diversion requirements from 25% to 15% . Due to the policy in place at the time, the
Board did not consider a reduction in the 50% diversion mandate . However, the City
of Firebaugh will consider whether or not to petition for reduction in the 50%
diversion mandate at a later date.

The City of Firebaugh's Petition for Reduction and SRRE programs project diversion
for 1995 as 15% and 50% for the year 2000 . Adjustments to remove restricted wastes
change the 1995 percentages to 12 .6% and the 2000 percentages to 49 .6% . However,
when the Petition for Reduction was prepared, restricted wastes were not taken into
account and diversion of these wastes were counted . Staff and the City did not
exclude 91 tons of inert solids and 36 tons of white goods, for a total of 127 tons,
when the original petition was prepared, which would have adjusted the City's
projected diversion percentage to 12 .6% . Therefore, the City of Firebaugh is
requesting to reduce their 1995 diversion requirement to 12 .6% . The City has a
neration rate of 4 .0 pounds per person per day ; a population of 5,368 residents
d has a geographic area of 2 .45 square miles.

The City of Firebaugh is committed to pursuing a waste reduction program that is
effective in increasing the diversion of materials from local landfills, and to
continue existing waste reduction programs . The City is pursuing the implementation
of a curbside recycling program, working jointly with the school district, promoting
a yard waste program, and promoting the use of the AB 2020 center.

In addition, the City of Firebaugh, Fresno County and all incorporated cities
(except Coalinga, Fowler, and Parlier) were designated as a Recycling Market
Development Zone at the February 1995 Board meeting.

Based on the above, staff recommend approval for the City of Firebaugh's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and the additional reduction of their 1995 goal to
12 .6% .
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ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff hav'
therefore subtracted 1 ton of commercial and industrial hazardous waste tonnages
from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 127 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Adjustments to remove restricted wastes changed the diversion mandates to 12 .6% and
49 .6% for the year 1995 and 2000, respectively.

Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 :2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50%
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the
base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs .

•
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The composting Component indicates that a sludge composting facility may be
implemented (see page 5-18 of the SRRE) . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in
diversion programs, it shall follow the procedure as outlined in Title 14,
California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section 18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 26 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 71 tons . The
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
350 tons while the SWGS shows 343 tons . Staff has used the amounts from the SWGS to
calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected at the time
of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report.

City of Firebaugh Base-year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 3,805 414 4,219 3,872 * 683 * 4,555 2,417 2,504 4,921

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-91) (-91) 0 (-91) (-91) 0 (-91) (-91)
Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 (-36) (-36) 0 (-36) (-36) 0 (-36) (-36)

Subtotal 0 (-127) (-127) 0 (-127) (-127) 0 (-127) (-127)

Hazardous Waste (-1) 0 (-1) (-1) 0 (-1) (-1) 0 (-l)

Corrected Totals 3,804 287 4,091 3,871 556 4,427 2,416 2,377 4,793

Claimed diversion rates 9 .8 % 15 .0 % 50.9
Corrected diversion rates 7.0% 12 .6% 49.6%

* Based on staff's calculations using the 15% diversion goal from the Board approved
Petition for Reduction
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NDFE

This NDFE does not adequately address the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
seq . for the following areas (explain any "No" answers):

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/
A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE Executive Summary states that there are no new non-disposal
facilities proposed at this time . However, the NDFE also lists a proposed new MRF
located in Firebaugh, but is in the section discussing NDFEs outside Firebaugh.
Additionally, the City's SRRE describes both a Regional Floor-Sort Recovery Facility
and a Regional Composting Facility that is needed to assist the City in achieving
the diversion goals . . Based on this finding, Board staff recommend a conditional
approval of the City's NDFE . As a condition, the City will need to amend the ND.
to include the appropriate facilities and eliminate the discrepancies between th
SRRE and NDFE in its first Annual Report to the Board.

ATTACHMENTS:

Resolution No . 95-303 Approval for the SRRE for the City
Resolution No . 95-304 Conditional Approval for the NDFE
Firebaugh

of Firebaugh
for the City of

Phone : 255-2317Prepared by : Heidi Sanborn

Prepared by : Sherrie Sala-Moore Phone : 255-2649

Reviewed by : Toni Terhaar Phone : 255-2653,

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo''in Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix'cC'• ' Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time :
L/ft/f 5 y.vafri



ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-303

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF FIREBAUGH, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

• will be needed for solid waste whicti'cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41782 allows reductions in the diversion and
planning requirements specified in PRC Section 41780, if a city or
county can demonstrate that achievement of the mandated requirements
is not feasible due to geographical size or low population density,
and small waste generation rates ; and

WHEREAS, the'City of Firebaugh-qualifies based on geographic size,
population density, and small waste generation rates to petition the
Board for specified reductions ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41782 allows for a reduction in the diversion
requirements, and the Board has found in the October 27, 1994, request
for reduction in diversion requirements to allow the City of Firebaugh
to achieve a 15% level of waste diversion by January 1, 1995, was
reasonable ; and

WHEREAS, the City has complied with Public Resources Code Section
41782, and Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, Section
18775 ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

0 WHEREAS, based on the additional information regarding restricted
waste types, the Board has found that the request for reduction in
divresion requirements to allow the City of Firebaugh to achieve a
12 .6% level of waste diversion by January 1, 1995, is reasonable ; and

4
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WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element with a reduced diversion goal
of 12 .6% for 1995 for the City of Firebaugh, Fresno County.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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.CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-304

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR CITY OF FIREBAUGH, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and . implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
•

	

of the foregoing requirements have' not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for City
of Firebaugh . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to
include the information of a regional composting facility
identified in the SRRE . Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
41736, at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be
incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which may be
modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and
planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

.

	

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM ft 2~
ITEM : Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and

Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of
Fresno, Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Fresno's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 38% and 50 .2% for the year
2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous waste change the 1995
percentages to 37 .2% and the 2000 percentages to 49 .7% . The City of Fresno has
selected a variety of programs to achieve 37 .2% and 49 .7% diversion . Source
Reduction programs include education, technical assistance, in-house waste reduction
programs, procurement policies, rate structure modifications, economic incentives,
and regulatory programs such as land use policies and bans . Programs chosen for
recycling include drop off, buyback, curbside recycling for single and multi-family
residences, commercial separation program, office paper recovery, and a material
recovery facility . The composting program will begin with a yard waste composting
operation that will expand into a source separated organics operation that will
compost yard waste and other organics (paper and food waste) in the waste stream . At
the Board's February meeting Fresno County and all the cities (except Coalinga,
Fowler, and Parlier who were not part of the application) were approved as a
Recycling Market Development Zone.

~ard staff recommends approval of the City's SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY II

	

YES NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X
LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25 % or more X
2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

41,

	 mparable Data . The City used waste diversion rates per household from a Glendale
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study to calculate their source reduction diversion amounts . Jurisdictions may not
use comparable data to quantify diversion . Staff have therefore subtracted 3083
tons of source reduction (608 tons of food waste, 1,951 tons of yard waste and 524
tons of white goods) from diversion and generation.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted 1,786 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 5,834 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50i
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC'Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diverse n
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year dispo e
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in t
base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a program may be implemented that co-
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes, and animal manure (see page 5-16 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 2,843 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 4,371 tons.
The diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum
to 48,381 tons while the SWGS shows 38,148 tons . Staff has used the amounts from
the SWGS to calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected
at the time of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however,
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report.
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Fresno Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 475,227 42,542 517,769 360,855 221,557 582,412 327,081 330,030 657,111

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-4,858) (-4,858) 0 (-4,858) (-4,858) 0 (-4,858) (-4,858)

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-976) (-976) 0 (-976) (-976) 0 (-976) (-976)

Subtotal 0 (-5,834) (-5,834) 0 (-5,834) (-5,834) 0 (-5,834) (-5,834)

Comparable Data 0 (-3,083) (-3,083) 0 (-3,083) (-3,083) 0 (-3,083) (-3,083)

Hazardous Waste (-1,786) 0 (-1,786) (-1,786) 0 (-1,786) (-1,786) 0 (-1,786)

Corrected Totals 473,441 33,625 507,066 359,069 212,640 571,709 325,295 321,113 646,408

Claimed diversion rates 8.2% 38.0% 50.2%

Corrected diversion rates 6.6% 37.2% 49.7%

NDFE

This NDFE has not completely satisfied the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction

	

- X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction

	

- X

The City's NDFE describes a composting facility that will accept 640 tons per day
(about S0% of the City's wastestream) . However, the NDFE does not describe the
expansion of a transfer station to include drop boxes for recyclables and a material
recovery facility that are selected and described in the SRRE and are needed to
assist in achieving the goals . Based on this finding, Board staff recommend a
conditional approval of the City's NDFE . As a condition, the City will need to amend
the NDFE to include these facilities in its first Annual Report to the Board .
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ATTACHMENT 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-289

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF FRESNO, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

0
WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place'emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will substantially achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Fresno, Fresno
County .



CERTIFICATION

California Integrated Waste 10The undersigned Executive Director of the
Management Board does hereby certify
true and correct copy of a resolution
meeting of the California Integrated

that
duly

Waste

the foregoing is a full,
and regularly adopted at a
Management Board held on

April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-290

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF, FRESNO, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have-not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Fresno . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to
include the information of the Transfer Station expansion and the
Material Recovery Facility identified in the SRRE, Pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

• Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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AGENDA ITEM #)4 .1 =5

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Huron,
Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Huron SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 28 .6% and 51 .7% for the year
2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous waste change the 1995
percentages to 28 .1% and the 2000 percentages to 51 .4% . The City of Huron has
selected a variety of programs to achieve 28 .1% and 51 .4% diversion . Source
Reduction programs include education, technical assistance, in-house waste reduction
programs, rate structure modifications, economic incentives, and regulatory programs
such as land use policies and bans . Programs chosen for recycling include drop off,
buyback, curbside recycling for single and multi-family residences, commercial
separation program, office paper recovery, and a floor sort material recovery
facility . The composting program will begin with a yard waste composting operation
that will expand into a source separated organics operation that will compost yard
waste and other organics (paper and food waste) in the waste stream . At the Board's
February meeting Fresno County and all the cities (except Coalinga, Fowler, and
Parlier who were not part of the application) were approved as a Recycling Market
Development Zone.

•ard staff recommends approval of the City's SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

•
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Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted one ton of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 38 tons from diversion and
generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50%
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the
base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a ' program may be implemented that co-
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes, and animal manure (see page 5-16 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 76 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 28 tons . The
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
141 tons while the SWGS shows 130 tons . Staff has used the amounts from the SWGS to
calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected at the time
of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however,
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report.
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Huron Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div.

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 4,095 206 4,301 3,807 1,526 5,333 3,199 3,425 6,624

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-38) (-38) 0 (-38) (-38) 0 (-38) (-38)

Subtotal 0 (-38) (-38) 0 (-38) (-38) 0 (-38) (-38)

Hazardous Waste (-1) 0 (-1) (-1) 0 (-1) (-1) 0 (-1)

Corrected Totals 4,094 168 4,262 3,806 1,488 5,294 3,198 3,387 6,585

Claimed diversion rates 4 .8% 28.6% 51 .7%

Corrected diversion rates 3 .9%u 28.1% 51.4%

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE describes the transfer station that accepts 10 tons per day that the
city that will use to assist in the handling of materials to be disposed . However,
the NDFE does not describe the expansion of a transfer station to add drop off boxes
for recyclables, the floor sort material recovery facility and the composting
facility that are selected and described in the SRRE and needed to implement SRRE
programs . Based on this finding, Board staff recommend a conditional approval of the
City's NDFE . As a condition, the City will need to amend the NDFE to include these
facilities in its first Annual Report to the Board .
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ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment 1 :

	

Resolution #95-291
Attachment 2 :

	

Resolution #95-292
Approval for the SRRE for the City of Huron
Conditional Approval for the NDFE for the
City of Huron

Prepared by : Catherine Donahue

Prepared by : Sherrie Sala-Moore

Reviewed by : Toni Terhaar

	

i

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerii
4dt/

—

Reviewed by : Judith Friedman

Legal Review :

/

Phone : 255-2315

Phone : 255-2649

Phone : 255-2653

Phone : 255-2656

Phone : 255-2670

Phone : 255-2302

Date/time :	 3/a-f1,5 / ;coen
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ATTACHMENT 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-291

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HURON, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing .and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act-and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place'emphasis on implementation of, all
• feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will substantially achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Huron, Fresno
County.

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-292

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF . THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HURON, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have - not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Huron . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to
include the information of the Transfer Station expansion, the
Floor Sort Material Recovery Facility and the Composting Facility
identified in the SRRE . Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
41736, at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be
incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which may be
modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and
planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM No . }'S 2 q

ITEM: Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of
Kerman, Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Kerman's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 28 .3% and 51 .1% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous waste change the
1995 percentages to 27 .8% and the 2000 percentages to 50 .8% . The City of Kerman has
selected a variety of programs to achieve 27 .8% and 50 .8% diversion . Source
reduction programs include in-house waste reduction programs, environmental
shopping/precycle campaign, waste evaluations, variable container rate structure,
business license fees, and regulatory programs such as land-use
incentives/disincentives and product bans . Selected recycling programs include
drop-off, buy-back, curbside recycling for single and multi-unit residences,
commercial separation program, office paper recovery, and a floor-sort recovery
facility . The composting program begins as a yard waste composting operation that
will expand to include source-separated organics . The source-separated organics
composting operation will compost both yard and other organic wastes such as paper
and food waste . The City of Kerman, Fresno County and all incorporated cities

e
xcept Coalinga, Fowler, and Parlier) were designated as a Recycling Market
velopment Zone at the February 1995 Board meeting.

Board staff recommends approval of the City's SRRE.

ANALYSIS :

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
41lre listed in the following table .
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Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted 2 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 41 tons from diversion and
generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50%
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the
base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a ' 'program may be implemented that co:
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes, and animal manure (see page 5-16 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 35 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 91 tons . The
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
486 tons while the SWGS shows 428 tons . Staff has used the amounts from the SWGS to
calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected at the time
of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report .

•
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Kerman Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 4,682 518 5,200 4,227 1,665 5,892 3,277 3,420 6,697

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-41) (-41) 0 (-41) (-41) 0 (-41) (-41)

Subtotal 0 (-41) (-41) 0 (-41) (-41) 0 (41) (-41)

Hazardous Waste (-2) 0 (-2) (-2) 0 (-2) (-2) 0 (-2)

Corrected Totals 4,680 477 5,157 4,225 1,624 5,849 3,275 3,379 6,654

Claimed diversion rates 10 .0% 28 .3% 51 .1%

Corrected diversion rates 9.2% 27.8% 50.8%

NDFE

is NDFE has not completely satisfied the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq. for the following areas

(explain any "No" answers):

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A I
Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE states that there are no new nondisposal facilities proposed at this
time . However, the City's SRRE describes both a regional floor-sort recovery
facility and a regional composting facility that is needed to assist the City in
achieving-the diversion goals . Based on this finding, Board staff recommend a
conditional approval of the City's NDFE . As a condition, the City will need to
amend the NDFE to include these facilities in its first Annual Report to the Board.

•
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ATTACHMENTS:

1: Resolution No . 95-305

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Kerman
2: Resolution No . 95-306

	

Conditional Approval for the NDFE for the City of Kerman

Prepared by :	 Heidi Sanborn	 Phone :	 255-2317

Prepared by :	 Sherrie Sala-Moore	 Phone :	 255-2649

Reviewed by :	 Toni Terhaar	 Phone :	 255-2653
U

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo C	 Phone :	 255-2656

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerixi° 	 Phone :	 255-2670
~ y.

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 Phone :	 255-2302li

Legal Review :	 J	 Date/time :	 Y/3/7sh'cbO/G`;
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-305

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF KERMAN, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

. will be needed for solid waste which . cannot .be reduced at the source,.
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Kerman, Fresno
County .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting. of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT # 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-306

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR CITY OF KERMAN, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for City
of Kerman . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to
include the information of a floor-sort recovery facility and
composting facility identified in the SRRE . Pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE,
the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director •
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1994

AGENDA ITEM y8 9S
ITEM: Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and

Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of
Mendota, Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Mendota has selected a variety of programs to achieve 28 .1% and 51 .2%
diversion . Source reduction programs include in-house waste reduction programs,
environmental shopping/precycle campaign, waste evaluations, variable container rate
structure, business license fees, and regulatory programs such as land-use
incentives/disincentives and product bans . Selected recycling programs include
drop-off, buy-back, curbside recycling for single and multi-unit residences,
commercial separation program, office paper recovery, and a floor-sort recovery
facility . The composting program begins as a yard waste composting operation that
will expand to include source-separated organics . The source-separated organics
composting operation will compost both yard and other organic wastes such as paper
and food waste . The City of Mendota, Fresno County and all incorporated cities
(except Coalinga, Fowler, and Parlier) were designated as a Recycling Market
Development Zone at the February 1995 Board meeting . Board staff recommends
approval of the City's SRRE.

•ALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted commercial and industrial hazardous waste tonnages from

sposal and generation.
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Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 146 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50%
diversion goal for biomass conversion ; or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the
base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a program may be implemented . that co-
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes, and animal manure (see page 5-17 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, Califotnia Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts'.
The SRRE lists 39 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 109 tons . The
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
521 tons while the SWGS shows 455 tons . Staff has used the amounts from the SWGS to
calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected at the time
of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report .
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Mendota Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

2000

Dis .

	

Div.

	

Gen.

Original Claim 5,862 564 6,426 5,226 2,045 7,271 4,027 4.224 8,251

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 (-94) (-94) 0 (-94) (-94) 0 (-94) (-94)

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-52) (-52) 0 (-52) (-52) 0 (-52) (-52)

Subtotal 0 (-146) (-146) 0 (-146) (-146) 0 (-146) (-146)

Hazardous Waste (-2) 0 (-2) (-2) 0 (-2) (-2) 0 (-2)

Corrected Totals 5,860 418 6,278 5,224 1,899 7,123 4,025 4,078 8,103

Claimed diversion rates 8 .8% 28.1% 51 .2%

Corrected diversion rates 6 .7% 26.7% 50.3%

*FE

This NDFE has not completely satisfied the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
seq . for the following areas (explain any "No" answers):

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE states that there are no new non-disposal facilities proposed at
this time . However, the City's SRRE describes both a regional floor-sort material
recovery facility and a regional composting facility that is needed to assist the
City in achieving the diversion goals . Based on this finding, Board staff recommend
a conditional approval of the City's NDFE . As a condition, the City will need to
amend the NDFE to include these facilities in its first Annual Report to the Board.
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ATTACHMENTS:

1: Resolution No . 95-307 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Mendota
2 :

	

Resolution No . 95-308 Conditional Approval for the NDFE for the City of
Mendota

Prepared by : Heidi Sanborn Phone : 255-2317

Prepared by : Sherrie Sala-Moore Phone : 255-2649

Reviewed by : Toni Terhaar

	

-0'
J

'~t'• Phone : 255-2653

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekeri , Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

Y

gJ/=?' Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review :
e-,.5

Date/time :
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-307

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MENDOTA, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while'
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which"'cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Mendota, Fresno
County .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT # 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-308

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MENDOTA, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Mendota . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to
include the information of a Floor-Sort Recovery Facility and
Composting Facility identified in the SRRE . Pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE,
the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

L9



California Integrated Waste Management Board

•

	

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1994

AGENDA ITEM 09 2b

ITEM : Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of
Kingsburg, Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS : .

The City of Kingsburg has selected a variety of programs to achieve 28 .5% and 53 .3%
diversion . Source reduction programs include in-house waste reduction programs,
environmental shopping/precycle campaign, waste evaluations, variable container rate
structure, business license fees, and regulatory programs such as land-use
incentives/disincentives and product bans . Selected recycling programs include
drop-off, buy-back, curbside recycling for single and multi-unit residences,
commercial separation program, office paper recovery, and a material recovery
facility . The composting program begins as a yard waste composting operation that
will expand to include source-separated organics . The source-separated organics
composting operation will compost both yard and other organic wastes such as paper
and food waste . The City of Kingsburg, Fresno County and all incorporated cities
(except Coalinga, Fowler, and Parlier) were designated as a Recycling Market
Development Zone at the February 1995 Board meeting . Board staff recommends
pproval of the City's SRRE.

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
erefore subtracted commercial and industrial hazardous waste tonnages from
sposal and generation.

ALYSIS :

'.10
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Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 123 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50%
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the
base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a program may be implemented that co-
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes, and animal manure (see page 5-16 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Sectior
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 43 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 116 tons . The
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
1,227 tons while the SWGS shows 1,239 tons . Staff has used the amounts from SWGS to
calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected at the time
of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report.

11
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Kingsburg Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 6,192 1,355 7,547 6,218 2,476 8,694 4,697 5,351 10,048

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-25) (-25) 0 (-25) (-25) 0 (-25) (-25)

Scrap metals 0 (-16) (-16) 0 (-16) (-16) 0 (-16) (-16)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-82) (-82) 0 (-82) (-82) 0 (-82) (-82)

Subtotal 0 (-123) (-123) 0 (-123) (-123) 0 (-123) (-123)

Hazardous Waste (-2) 0 (-2) (-2) 0 (-2) (-2) 0 (-2)

Corrected Totals 6,190 1,232 7,422 6,216 2,353 8,569 4,695 5,228 9,923

Claimed diversion rates 18 .0% 28 .5% 53 .3%

Corrected diversion rates 16.6% 27.5% 52 .7%

This NDFE has not completely satisfied the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
seq . for the following areas (explain any "No" answers):

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE states that there are no new non-disposal facilities proposed at
this time . However, the City's SRRE describes both a regional material recovery
facility and a regional composting facility that is needed to assist the City in
achieving the diversion goals . Based on this finding, Board staff recommend a
conditional approval of the City's NDFE . As a condition, the City will need to
amend the NDFE to include these facilities in its first Annual , Report to the Board.

ATTACHMENTS:

Resolution No . 95-309 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Kingsburg•
Resolution
Kingsburg

No . 95-310 Conditional Approval for the NDFE for the City of



Local Assistance and Planning Committee

	

Agenda Item3
April 20, 1995	 Page.

ATTACHMENTS:

1: Resolution No . 95-309 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Kingsburg
2 :

	

Resolution No . 95-310 Conditional Approval for the NDFE for the City of
Kingsburg

Prepared by :	 Heidi Sanborn

	

Phone : 255-2317

Phone : 255-2649

Reviewed by :	 Toni Terhaar	 1i
/ 	 Phone :	 255-2653

Reviewed by :	 Catherine Cardozo	 p(~yC

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix°~

Reviewed .by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 '/

Legal Review :	 ~

r	

173	 Date/time :	 I/4/F33, .i0 r1

Prepared by :	 Sherrie Sala-Moore

Phone : 255-2656

Phone : 255-2670

Phone : 255-2302
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-309

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF KINGSBURG, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

• will be needed for solid waste which'cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the'
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Kingsburg,
Fresno County .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



ATTACHMENT # 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-310

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF KINGSBURG, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Kingsburg . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE
to include the information of a material recovery facility and
composting facility identified in the SRRE . Pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE,
the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director •

IS
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1994

AGENDA ITEM .2 7

ITEM: Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of
Parlier, Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Parlier has selected a variety of programs to achieve 28 .1% and 53 .6%
diversion . Source reduction programs include in-house waste reduction programs,
environmental shopping/precycle campaign, waste evaluations, variable container rate
structure, business license fees, and regulatory programs such as land-use
incentives/disincentives and product bans . Selected recycling programs include
drop-off, buy-back, curbside recycling for single and multi-unit residences,
commercial separation program, office paper recovery, and a material recovery
facility . The composting program begins as a yard waste composting operation that
will expand to include source-separated organics . The source-separated organics
composting operation will compost both yard and other organic wastes such as paper
and food waste . Board staff recommends approval of the City's SRRE.
ANALYSIS:

SRRE

1RRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted commercial and industrial hazardous waste tonnages from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 168 tons from diversion
and generation.

eke SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria .
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Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50%
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the
base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a program may be implemented that co-
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes, and animal manure (see page 5-17 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 47 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 127 tons . The.
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
551 tons while the SWGS shows 482 tons . Staff has used the amounts from the SWGS t~
calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected at the ti
of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report .
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Parlier Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 6,822 610 7,432 6,083 2,380 8,463 4,488 5,180 9,668

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-109) (-109) 0 (-109) (-109) 0 (-109) (-109)

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-59) (-59) 0 (-59) (-59) 0 (-59) (-59)
Subtotal 0 (-168) (-168) 0 (-168) (-168) 0 (-168) (-168)

Hazardous Waste (-2) 0 (-2) (-2) 0 (-2) (-2) 0 (-2)

Corrected Totals 6,820 442 7,262 6,081 2,212 8,293 4,486 5,012 9,498

Claimed diversion rates 8.2% 28.1% 53 .6%

Corrected diversion rates 6.1% 26.7% 52 .8%

This NDFE has not completely satisfied the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
seq . for the following areas (explain any "No" answers):

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE identifies the Jefferson Anderson Transfer Station and MRF as the
only non-disposal facility used to implement the City's SRRE . However, the City's
SRRE describes both a regional material recovery facility and a regional composting
facility that is needed to assist the City in achieving the diversion goals . Based
on this finding, Board staff recommend a conditional approval of the City's NDFE.
As a condition, the City will need to amend the NDFE to include the Regional
Composting Facility in its first Annual Report to the Board.

ATTACHMENTS :

Resolution No . 95-299 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Parlier
Resolution
Parlier

No . 95-300 Conditional Approval for the NDFE for the City of

rl a
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ATTACHMENTS :

1 :

	

Resolution No .

	

95-299

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Parlier
2 :

	

Resolution No . 95-300

	

Conditional Approval for the NDFE for the City of
Parlier

Prepared by : Phone : 255-2317

Prepared by :

Heidi Sanborn
`` ''

Sherrie Sala-Moore

	

'HI >,7) Phone : 255-2649

Reviewed by : Toni Terhaar Phone : 255-2653

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekeri&, Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman 2 Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time :
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-299

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PARLIER, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
-Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Parlier, Fresno
County .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director AO



ATTACHMENT # 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-300

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PARLIER, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ;•and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have'not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

• °
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Parlier . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to
include the information of a regional composting facility
identified in the SRRE . Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
41736, at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be
incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which may be
modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and
planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director S
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM *Age
ITEM : Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and

Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of
Reedley, Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Reedley's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 28 .1% and 53 .5% for the
year 2000 . However, adustments to remove restricted and hazardous waste change the
1995 percentages to 25 .5% and the 2000 percentages to 52 .1% . The City of Reedley
has selected a variety of programs to achieve 25 .5% and 52 .1% diversion . Source
Reduction programs include education, technical assistance, in-house waste reduction
programs, procurement policies, rate structure modifications, economic incentives,
and regulatory programs such as land use policies and bans . Programs chosen for
recycling include drop off, buyback, curbside recycling for single and multi-family
residences, commercial separation program, office paper recovery, and a material
recovery facility . The composting program will begin with a yard waste composting
operation that will expand into a source separated organics operation that will
compost yard waste and other organics (paper and food waste) in the waste stream . At
the Board's February meeting Fresno County and all the cities (except Coalinga,
Fowler, and Parlier who were not part of the application) were approved as a
Recycling Market Development Zone.

lard staff recommends approval of the City's SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X
LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) ' X
Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X
2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
illlre listed in the following table.
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Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted 5 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 593 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50%
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the
base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a"program may be implemented that co-
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes and animal manure (see page 5-17 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 93 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 255 tons . The
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
1,288 tons while the SWGS shows 1,316 tons . Staff has used the amounts from the
SWGS to calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be correct at the
time of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however,
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report.
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Reedley Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000
Dis .

	

Div.

	

Gen.

Original Claim 13,571 1,571 15,142 12,355 4,822 17,177 9,086 10,456 19,542

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 (-445) (-445) 0 (-445) (-445) 0 (-445) (-445)

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste .0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-148) (-148) 0 (-148) (-148) 0 (-148) (-148)

Subtotal 0 (-593) (-593) 0 (-593) (-593) 0 (-593) (-593)

Hazardous Waste (-5) 0 (-5) (-5) 0 (-5) (-5) 0 (-5)

Corrected Totals 13,566 978 14,544 12,350 4,229 16,579 9,081 9,863 18,944

Claimed diversion rates 10.4% 28 .1% 53 .5%

Corrected diversion rates 6.7% 25.5% 52.1%

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et. seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE describes a transfer station and material recovery combination
facility that is expected to divert 15% of its incoming wastestream . However, the
NDFE does not describe the expansion of a transfer station to include drop boxes for
recyclables and a composting facility that are selected and described in the SRRE
and that are needed to assist the City in achieving the goals . Based on this
finding, Board staff recommend a conditional approval of the City's NDFE . As a
condition, the City will need to amend the NDFE to include these facilities in its
first Annual Report to the Board.
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ATTACHMENT 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-293

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF REEDLEY, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

1111 WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place'emphasis on implementation of all
'

		

feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that'
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will substantially achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Reedley, Fresno
County .

66



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-294

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF REEDLEY, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities,that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have'not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Reedley . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to
include the information of the Transfer Station Expansion and the
Composting Facility identified in the SRRE . Pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE,
the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at . a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM # ; 29

ITEM : Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of
Sanger, Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:
The City of Sanger's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 28 .2% and 53 .4% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous waste change the
1995 percentages to 27 .6% and the 2000 percentages to 53%.
The City of Sanger has selected a variety of programs to achieve 27 .6% and 53 .0%
diversion . Source Reduction programs include education, technical assistance, in-
house waste reduction programs, procurement policies, rate structure modifications,
economic incentives, and regulatory programs such as land use policies and bans.
Programs chosen for recycling include drop off, buyback, curbside recycling for
single and multi-family residences, commercial separation program, office paper
recovery, and a material recovery facility . The composting program will begin with a
yard waste composting operation that will expand into a source separated organics
operation that will compost yard waste and other organics (paper and food waste) in
the waste stream . At the Board's February meeting Fresno County and all the cities
(except Coalinga, Fowler, and Parlier who were not part of the application) were
approved as a Recycling Market Development Zone.

Board staff recommends approval of the City's SRRE.

~ALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . An error in the

411,

urce reduction table of Appendix E overstated the diversion of yard waste by 16
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tons . Staff have therefore subtracted this amount from the diversion and generation
. tonnages.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted 5 tons of hazardous waste from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 159 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50%
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the
base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs •

The Composting Component indicates that a program may be implemented that co-
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes, and animal manure (see page 5-17 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 116 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 272 tons . The
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
1,526 tons . while the SWGS shows 1,462 tons . Staff has used the amounts from the
SWGS to calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected at
the time of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however,
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report.

ao
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Sanger Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 14,471 1,750, 16,221 13,133 5,169 18,302 9,655 11,069 20,724

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 (-32) (-32) 0 (-32) (-32) 0 (-32) (-32)

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-127) (-127) 0 (-127) (-127) 0 (-127) (-127)

Subtotal 0 (-159) (-159) 0 (-159) (-159) 0 (-159) (-159)

Accuracy Corrections 0 (-16) (-16) 0 (-16) (-16) 0 (-16) (-16)

Hazardous Waste (-5) 0 (-5) (-5) 0 (-5) (-5) 0 (-5)

Corrected Totals 14,466 1,575 16,041 13,128 4,994 18,122 9,650 10,894 20,544

diversion rates 10.8% 28.2% 53 .4%Claimed
orrected diversion rates 9.8% 27.6% 53.0%

NDFE

This NDFE has not completely satisfied the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy II Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE describes a composting facility in Sanger that will accept 15,000
tons per year and a transfer station and material recovery facility in Fresno that
is expected to divert about 15% . However, the NDFE does not describe the expansion
of a transfer station to include drop boxes for recyclables that is selected and
described in the SRRE and is needed to assist in achieving the goals . Based on this
finding, Board staff recommend . a conditional approval of the City's NDFE . As a
condition, the City will need to amend the NDFE to include this facility in its

rst Annual Report to the Board .
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ATTACHMENT 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-295

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SANGER, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code .(PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

.WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place ' 'emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will substantially achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Sanger, Fresno
County .

q3



CERTIFICATION

	

-

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does .hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

9~1



ATTACHMENT 2

•

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE . MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-296

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SANGER, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
.

	

of the foregoing requirements have not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Sanger . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to
include the information of the Transfer Station expansion
identified in the SRRE . Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
41736, at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be
incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which may be
modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and
planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

•

	

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20,

	

1995

AGENDA ITEM #)f .50

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Selma,
Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Selma's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 28 .1% and 53 .41 for the year
2000 .

	

However, adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous waste change the 1995
percentages to 26 .8% and the 2000 percentages to 52 .7% .

	

The City of Selma has
selected a variety of programs to achieve 26 .8% and 52 .7% diversion . Source
Reduction programs include education, technical assistance, in-house waste reduction
programs, procurement policies, rate structure modifications, economic incentives,
and regulatory programs such as land use policies and bans . Programs chosen for
recycling include drop off, buyback, curbside recycling for single and multi-family
residences, commercial separation program, office paper recovery, and a material
recovery facility . The composting program will begin with a yard waste composting
operation that will expand into a source separated organics operation that will
compost yard waste and other organics (paper and food waste) in the waste stream . At
the Board's February meeting Fresno County and all the cities (except Coalinga,
Fowler, and Parlier who were not part of . the application) were approved as a
Recycling Market Development Zone.

lard staff recommends approval of the City's SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.
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Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted 4 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 265 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The City may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50%
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the
base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a ' program may be implemented that co-
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes, and animal manure (see page 5-17 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 88 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 239 tons . The
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
1034 tons while the SWGS shows 900 tons . Staff has used the amounts from the SWGS
to calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected at the
time of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however,
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report .

•
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Selma Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div.

	

Gen.
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 12,682 1,139 13,821 11,028 4,303 15,331 7,934 9,100 17,034

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 (-152) (-152) 0 (-152) (-152) 0 (-152) (-152)

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-113) (-113) 0 (-113) (-113) 0 (-113) (-113)

Subtotal 0 (-265) (-265) 0 (-265) (-265) 0 (-265) (-265)

Hazardous Waste (-4) 0 (-4) (-4) 0 (-4) (-4) 0 (-4)

Corrected Totals 12,678 874 13,552 11,024 4,038 15,062 7,930 8,835 16,765

Claimed . diversion rates 8.2% 28 .1% 53.4%

Corrected diversion rates 6.4% 26.8% 52.7%

This NDFE has not completely satisfied the requirements of 14 CCR Sections
18752 et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE describes a. transfer station and material recovery facility that
will Selma will send aproximately 12,000 tons a year . This facility is expected to
divert 15% . However, the NDFE does not describe the expansion of a transfer station
to include drop off boxes for recyclables and a composting facility that are
selected and described in the SRRE and are needed to assist in achieving the goals .-
Based on this finding, Board staff recommend a conditional approval of the City's
NDFE . As a condition, the City will need to amend the NDFE to include these
facilities in its first Annual Report to the Board .
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ATTACHMENT 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-297

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SELMA, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

4111
WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place'emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will substantially achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Selma, Fresno
County .



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution . duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT'2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-298

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SELMA, FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
•

	

of the foregoing requirements have not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Selma . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to
include the information of the Transfer Station expansion and the
Composting facility identified in the SRRE . Pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE,
the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

•

	

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM # g 3I

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the unincorporated
area of Fresno County

STAFF COMMENTS:
The County of Fresno's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 28% and 51% for the year
2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous waste change the 1995
percentages to 27% and the 2000 percentages to 50 .5% . Fresno County has selected a
variety of programs to achieve 27 .0% and 50 .5% diversion . Source Reduction programs
include education, technical assistance, in-house waste reduction programs,
procurement policies, rate structure modifications, economic incentives, and
regulatory programs such as land use policies and bans . Programs chosen for
recycling include drop off, buyback, curbside recycling for single and multi-family
residences, commercial separation program, office paper recovery, and a material
recovery facility . The composting program will begin with a yard waste composting
operation that will expand into a source separated organics operation that will
compost yard waste and other organics (paper and food waste) in the waste stream . At
the Board's February meeting Fresno County and all the cities (except Coalinga,
Fowler, and Parlier who were not part of the application) were approved as a
Recycling Market Development Zone.

Board staff recommends approval of the County's SRRE.

SALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

version Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . An error in the
urce reduction table of Appendix E overstated the diversion of yard waste by 152
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tons . Staff have therefore subtracted this amount from the diversion and generation
tonnages.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted 46 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for restricted waste
types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 1,731 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The County may use a bio fuel facility as a diversion activity in 2000 . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions
in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50%
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion
from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal
tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the
base-year . Other conditions include : the ' Yesulting ash must be tested and proper:
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a program may be implemented that co-
composts yard waste with organic materials such as sewage sludge, food wastes,
agricultural wastes, and animal manure (see page 5-17 of the SRRE) . If the
jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR) Section
18775 .2.

There are some discrepancies between the SRRE and the SWGS in the diversion amounts.
The SRRE lists 88 tons for source reduction whereas the SWGS shows 2,162 tons . The
diversion amounts from the SRRE for recycling, composting and special waste sum to
4,679 tons while the SWGS shows 3,946 tons . Staff has used the amounts from the
SWGS to calculate the diversion rates . Any inconsistencies should be corrected at
the time of the five-year revision.

Finally, contingency funding is identified as collection and tipping fees ; however,
these are also the primary funding mechanisms . Board staff recommend that the
jurisdiction identify additional contingency funding in the first annual report .
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Unincorporated Fresno Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis.

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 137,189 6,259 143,448 107,085 41,549 148,634 75,582 78,813 154,395

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-547) (-547) 0 (-547) (-547) 0 (-547) (-547)

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-1,184) (-1,184) 0 (-1,184) (-1,184) 0 (-1,184) (-1,184)

Subtotal 0 (-1,731) (-1,731) 0 (-1,731) (-1,731) 0 (-1,731) (-1,731)

Accuracy Corrections 0 (-152) (-152) 0 (-152) (-152) 0 (-152) (-152)

Hazardous Waste (-46) 0 (=46) (-46) 0 (-46) (-46) 0 (-46)

Corrected Totals 137,143 4,376 141,519 107,039 39,666 146,705 75,536 76,930 152,466

Claimed diversion rates 4.4% 28.0% 51.0%

Corrected diversion rates 3.1% 27.0% 50.5%

•FE

This NDFE has not completely satisfied the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The County's NDFE describes two transfer stations and material recovery combination
facilities and three transfer stations that the county will use to assist in the
diversion of materials and handling of materials to be disposed . However, the NDFE
does not describe the expansion of a transfer station to include drop boxes for
reclyclables and a composting facility that are selected and described in the SRRE,
and that are needed to implement composting programs . Based on this finding, Board
staff recommend a cohditional approval of the County's NDFE . As a condition, the
County will need to amend the NDFE to include these facilities in its first Annual
Report to the Board :

\05
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ATTACHMENTS :

Attachment 1 :

	

Resolution #95-287

	

Approval for the SRRE for the unincorporated
area of Fresno County

Attachment 2 :

	

Resolution #95-288

	

Conditional Approval for the NDFE for the
unincorporated area of Fresno County

Prepared by :	 Catherine Donahueel5)
Prepared by :	 Sherrie Sala-Moore

Reviewed by :	 Toni Terhaar

Reviewed by :	 Catherine Cardozo

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix

Reviewed by :	 Judith Friedmann' -) 2

Legal Review :	 ~~5	 I - `	 Date/time :	 ~Ijl! 7	 'f! 2e

Phone :	 255-2315

Phone :	 255-2649

Phone :	 255-2653

Phone :	 255-2656

Phone :	 255-2670

Phone : 255-2302
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ATTACHMENT 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-287

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREA OF FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41300 requires that each county prepare and
adopt a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with
the California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41301 requires that the County's SRRE
include a program for the management of solid waste generated
within the County, consistent with the waste management hierarchy
provided in PRC Section 40051 ; and

.

	

WHEREAS, the County's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation
of all feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting
programs while identifying the amount of landfill and
transformation capacity that will be needed for solid waste which
cannot be reduced at the source, recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations
require that the SRRE show how the County will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the County's SRRE, Board staff found
that all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and
the SRRE complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the Unincorporated
area of Fresno County .

k0{



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E. Chandler
Executive Director

lOS



ATTACHMENT 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-288

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREA OF FRESNO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have' not been completely satisfied
and recommends a conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for the
unincorporated area of Fresno County . As a condition, the County
must amend the NDFE to include the information of the Transfer
Station expansion and the Composting Facility identified in the
SRRE . Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the
first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with
the SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as
necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and planned
nondisposal facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

• Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

\oq



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM NO .$ g2-

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for
the City of Clearlake, Lake County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Clearlake's SRRE projects diversion of 34 .6% for 1995 and 52 .7% for
the year 2000 . Adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous wastes change
these percentages to 34 .3% for 1995 and 52 .6% for the year 2000 . The removal of
restricted and hazardous wastes will not affect the projected achievement for
both the 1995 and the year 2000 mandated diversion goals.

Based on information in the SRRE, the City of Clearlake plans to implement a
residential curbside recycling program, a commercial collection program, and a
residential yard waste collection program.

Proposed programs also include rate structure modifications, commercial waste
evaluations, backyard composting, local government procurement policies, and
concrete asphalt recycling . Public information and education programs focus on
media advertising, educational curriculum, commercial business recycling, and
various community events . The County has also identified a proposed MRF and
composting facility that shall be operational during the medium-term planning

•eriod .

	

.

xisting County sponsored programs include drop-off facilities and quantity-

Staff recommend approval of the City of Clearlake's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X
LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

12000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

based user fees . Local businesses actively participate in commercial cardboard
recycling, and local residents currently use several private buy-back and
redemption centers .
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 69 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted these
tonnages from diversion and generation.

Normally Disposed . Hazardous waste is not considered "normally disposed" . Staff
have subtracted 25 tons from generation and disposal in the base-year, in 1995
and in the year 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste for
co-composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the City plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it
shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

The Composting Component also indicates that incineration of wood and yard waste
may be a diversion activity in the future . Legislation regarding biomass
conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995.
The statute requires that jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC
Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to'claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion
goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a .
jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and
transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass
conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the
amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year.
Other conditions for either biomass conversion or transformation include the
resulting ash be tested and properly disposed, and the jurisdiction is implementingall feasible SRRE programs.

Clearlake Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
riginal Claim 7,895 1,286 9,180 7,172 3,792 10,964 6,274 7,001 13,275

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials :

-

Inert solids 0 (-21) (-21) 0 (-21) (-21) 0 (-21) (-21)
Scrap metals 0 (-48) (-48) 0 (-48) (-48) 0 (-48) (-48)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 0 .

	

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Subtotal 0 (-69) (-69) 0 (-69) (-69) 0 ,

	

(-69) (-69)

Hazardous Waste (-25) 0 (-25) (-25) 0 (-25) (-25) 0 (-25)

Corrected Totals 7,869 1,217 9,087 7,147 3,723 10,870 6,249 6,932 13,18,
aim-' . tverston rates 14.t'•

Corrected diversion rates 13 .4% 34.3%n 52 .6%
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NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.

for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies four existing buy-back
facilities and one green waste drop-off facility that the City is using to reach
the mandated goals . The NDFE also identifies a proposed material recovery and
composting facility the City plans to use during the medium-term planning period.

Staff recommend approval of the City of Clearlake's Nondisposal Facility Element.

STACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution No.
2 :

	

Resolution No .
95-243
95-244

Approval of the SRRE for the City of Clearlake
Approval of the NDFE for the City of Clearlake

Prepared by : Kathleen Stycket Phone : 255-2316

Prepared by : Becky Shumway Phone : 255-2420

Reviewed by : John Nuffer Phone : 255-2368

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van KekeriPhone : 255-2670
/_-O

	

,
Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman L'(t! Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : L '~ Date/time :/7
`S 3.%St~!



ATTACHMENT it 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-243

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CLEARLAKE, LAKE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's ' SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

.WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will substantially achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Clear Lake .

\,J



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT it 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-244

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CLEARLAKE, LAKE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities -and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have'been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Clear Lake . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

S
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AGENDA ITEM NO .,2 33

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element for
the City of Lakeport, Lake County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Lakeport's SRRE projects diversion of 37 .2% for 1995 and 55% for the
year 2000 . Adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous wastes will not affect
projected achievement of these diversion percentages.

Based on information in the SRRE, the City of Lakeport plans to implement a
residential curbside recycling program, a commercial collection program, and a
residential yard waste collection program.

Proposed programs also include rate structure modifications, commercial waste
evaluations, backyard composting, local government procurement policies, and
concrete asphalt recycling . Public information and education programs focus on
media advertising, educational curriculum, commercial business recycling, and
various community events . The City has also identified a proposed MRF and
composting facility that shall be operational during the medium-term planning
period

Staff recommend approval of the City of Lakeport's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

fisting city sponsored programs include drop-off facilities and quantity-based user
ees . Local businesses actively participate in commercial cardboard recycling, and
the city's residents currently use several private buy=back and redemption centers.
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 14 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted these
tonnages from diversion and generation.

Normally Disposed . Hazardous waste is not considered "normally disposed" . Staff
have subtracted 8 tons from generation and disposal in the base-year, in 1995 and in
the year 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste for
co-composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the City plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall
follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

The Composting Component also indicates that incineration of wood and yard waste may
be a diversion activity in the future . Legislation regarding biomass conversion and
transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute
requires that jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106,
41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass
conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may
not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and transformation.
One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the
jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the amount of material
disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions for
either biomass conversion or transformation include the resulting ash be tested and
properly disposed, and the jurisdiction is implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

City of Lakeport Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 5,239 1,525 6,764 5,051 2,998 8,049 4,267 5,220 9,487

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-10) (-10) 0 (-10) (-10) 0 (-10) (-10)

Scrap metals 0 (-4) (-4) 0 (-4) (-4) 0 (-4) (-4)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-14) (-14) 0 (-14) (-14) 0 (-14) (-14)

Hazardous Waste (-8) 0 (-8) (-8) 0 (-8) (-8) 0 (-8)

Corrected Totals 5,231 1,510 6,741 5,043 2,984 8,027 4,259 5,206 9,465

Claimed diversion rates 22 .5% 37 .2% 55 .0%

Corrected diversion rates 22.4% 37.2% 55.0%

W 1
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This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies three existing buy-back
facilities, one green waste drop-off facility, a . drop-off facility for concrete,
asphalt and metals, and one transfer station that the City is using to reach the
mandated goals . The NDFE also identifies a proposed material recovery and
composting facility the City plans to use during the medium-term planning period.

Staff recommend approval of the City of Lakeport's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

Resolution No . 95-241

	

Approval of the SRRE for the City of Lakeport
2 :

	

Resolution No . 95-242

	

Approval of the NDFE for the City of Lakeport

Prepared by :	 Kathleen StvcketStir	 Phone :	 255-2316

Prepared by :	 Becky ShumwavV	 Phone :	 255-2420

Reviewed by :	 John Nuffer	 /	 Phone :	 255-2368

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine van lekeri,\L	Phone:	 255-2670

n )Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 '%	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 (Phi	 gn	 Date/time :	 Os--3!20,0,,.,
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-242

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LAKEPORT, LAKE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will substantially achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Lakeport .



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT # 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 94-241

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR . THE CITY OF LAKEPORT, LAKE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Lakeport . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California . Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

Va'



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM NO . $ 3
ITEM : Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source

Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for
unincorporated Lake County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The SRRE for Unincorporated Lake County projects diversion of 26 .4% for 1995 and
50 .6% for the year 2000 . Adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous wastes
change these percentages to 26 .3% for 1995 and 50 .5% for the year 2000 . The removal
of restricted wastes will not affect projected achievement of the 1995 and the year
2000 mandated diversion goals.

Based on information in the SRRE, the County plans to implement a residential
curbside recycling program, a commercial collection program, and a residential yard
waste collection program.

Proposed programs also include rate structure modifications, commercial waste
evaluations, backyard composting, local government procurement policies, and
concrete asphalt recycling . Public information and education programs focus on
media advertising, educational curriculum, commercial business recycling, and
various community events . The County has also identified a proposed MRF and
composting facility that shall be operational during the medium-term planning
eriod.

Staff recommend approval for unincorporated Lake County's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

12000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

•

xisting County sponsored programs include drop-off facilities and quantity based
user fees . Local businesses actively participate in commercial cardboard recycling,
and the County residents currently use several private buy-back and redemption
centers.
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Explanation of any "No" responses :

	

•

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 148 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted these
tonnages from diversion and generation.

Normally Disposed . Hazardous waste is not considered "normally disposed ." Staff
have subtracted 101 tons from generation and disposal in the base-year, in 1995 and
in the year 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste for
co-composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the County plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it
shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

The Composting Component also indicates that incineration of wood and yard waste may
be a diversion activity in the future . Legislation regarding biomass conversion and
transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute
requires that jurisdictions nieet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106,
41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass
conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may
not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and transformation.
One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the
jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the amount of material
disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions for
either biomass conversion or transformation include the resulting ash be tested and
properly disposed, and the jurisdiction is implementing all feasible SRRE program.

Unincorporated

	

County Base-Year 1995 2000

of Lake

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 38,136 2,358 40,495 33,155 11,920 45,075 24,809 25,372 50,181

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-107) (-107) 0 (-107) (-107) 0 (-107) (-107)

Scrap metals 0 (-41) (-41) 0 (-41) (-41) 0 (-41) (-41)

Agricultural waste 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-148) (-148) 0 (-148) (-148) 0 (-148) (-148)

Hazardous Waste (-101) 0 (-101) (-101) 0 (-101) (-101) 0 (-101)

Corrected Totals 38,035 2,211 40,246 33,054 11,772 44,826 24,708 25,224 49,934

Claimed diversion rates 5.8% 26 .4% 50 .6%

Corrected diversion rates 5 .5% 26.3% 50.5%

1 4n
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•
NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - , within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Unincorporated Lake County's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies two existing
buy-back facilities and one green waste drop-off facility that the County is using
to reach the mandated goals . The NDFE also identified a proposed material recovery
and composting facility the County plans to use during the medium-term planning
period.

Staff recommend approval for . unincorporated Lake County's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

•'TACHMENTS :

1 :

	

Resolution No .

	

95-245

	

Approval
2 :

	

Resolution No .

	

95-246

	

Approval
of the SRRE for unincorporated
of the NDFE for unincorporated

Lake County
Lake County

Prepared by : Kathleen Stvcket Phone : 255-2316

Prepared by : Becky Shumwav Phone : 255-2420

Reviewed by : John Nuffer Phone : 255-2368

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerir Phone : 255-2670
G

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

	

~// ' Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : ~

	

r:c7 Date/time : ,J*kJ S :AyN07
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-245

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR TEE UNINCORPORATED AREA OF LAKE COUNTY.

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41300 requires that each county prepare and
adopt a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with
the California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State . Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41301 requires that the County's SRRE
include a program for the management of solid waste generated
within the County, consistent with the waste management hierarchy
provided in PRC Section 40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the County's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation
of all feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting
programs while identifying the amount of landfill and
transformation capacity that will be needed for solid waste which
cannot be reduced at the source, recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations
require that the SRRE show how the County will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the County's SRRE, Board staff found
that all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and
the SRRE complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the Unincorporated
area of Lake County.

•



•CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

It



ATTACHMENT # 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-246

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREA OF LAKE COUNTY.

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 4173.0 et seq. requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the unincorporated area of Lake
County . Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the
first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with
the SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as
necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and planned
nondisposal facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and Nondisposal
Facility Element for the City of Vallejo, Solano County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Vallejo's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 30 .9% and 52 .0% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes and hazardous waste
change these percentages to 27 .8% for 1995 and 49 .9% for the year 2000 . Even with
the restricted wastes removed, the projected diversion rates are sufficient to
achieve the mandated diversions.

The City of Vallejo has selected a variety of programs to achieve the mandated
diversions . Source reduction programs within the City include : waste surveys,
drought-resistant landscape ordinance, school curriculum and student projects, yard
waste management education and demonstration site, awards for commercial and
industrial generators, and technical assistance to business . Recycling activities
include : single- and multi-family curbside collection, expansion of materials at
drop-off centers and buy-back centers, expansion of materials collected in single-
and multi-family collection, zoning and building code modifications, expansion of
City office recycling and procurement, development of marina recycling program, and

cpansion of landfill salvaging and recycling . Composting programs include:
.iristmas tree mulching, wood mulch, yard waste drop-off and processing, single

family curbside collection, and pilot food waste collection and composting . Some of
the education and public information programs the City will implement include an
annual media campaign, neighborhood block leader program, distributing a Resource
Conservation Directory, and composting education and training.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Vallejo's SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

. 2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
subtracted 27 tons of hazardous waste from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 5,697 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have subtracted 5,697 tons from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

Monitoring and evaluation of diversion programs - The City only selected to compare
the diversion result at the end of each year as a monitoring method in the Recycling
Component and in the Composting component . Staff recommends the City consider other
monitoring methods to evaluate the effectiveness of the programs.

Recycling Component - The City has a non-profit community organization which handles
a multi-material buy-back and drop-off center (VALCORE) . There is no discussion
regarding how the implementation of residential curbside collection will affect t:
operation of VALCORE.

Contingency Funding - Although the City's cost estimates include 25% contingency
funding, staff recommends the City consider additional contingency funding sources
in case the actual cost exceeds the estimation.

Vallejo Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 107,490 10,277 117,767 89,446 40,067 129,513 64,907 70,249 135,156

Changes to claimed
tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-5,544) (-5,544) 0 (-5,544) (-5,544) 0 (-5,544) (-5,544)

Scrap metals 0 (-153) (-153) 0 (-153) (-153) 0 (-153) (-153)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-5,697) (-5,697) 0 (-5,697) (-5,697) 0 (-5,697) (-5,697)

Hazardous waste (-27) (-27) (-27) (-27) (-27) (-27)

Corrected Totals 107,463 4,580 112,043 89,419 34,370 123,789 64,880 64,552 129,432

Claimed diversion rates 8.7% 30.9% 52 .0%

Corrected diversion rates 4.1% 27.8% 49.9%
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HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for
the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes I No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City has selected the following alternatives to implement : holding periodic
Collection Events, developing permanent drop off sites for recyclable HHW, and
promoting product substitution . As the education and public information activities,
the City will solicit to include a HHW component in environmental education curricula
in schools, provide demonstrations, oral presentations, and literature distribution,
notify the public about periodic collection events and the location of permanent drop-
off sites via printed materials, and include the information of HHW management in
rehhnical assistance programs to businesses'and institutions.

NDFE

The element has identified four facilities that the City may use for their diversion
activities to meet the mandated diversion : Vallejo Garbage Services Intermediate
Processing Facility, South Napa Management Authority Transfer Station, Napa Garage
Service/City of Napa Composting Facility, and Pacific Rim Recycling Intermediate
Processing Facility.

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for
the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No

	

N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Staff recommends approval for the City of Vallejo's NDFE.

f recommends approval for the City of Vallejo's HHWE.

•
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ATTACHMENTS :

1 : Resolution No . 95-340 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Vallejo
2 : Resolution No . 95-341 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Vallejo
3 : Resolution No . 95-342 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Vallejo

Prepared by : •Kaoru F . Cruz

	

L'4Ci "

Prepared by : Yasmin Satter

Reviewed by : Dianne Rance

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo
p ~/

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix *

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman (i7Y /9-

Legal Review :	 c	 ///

Phone : 255-2660

Phone : 255-2421

Phone : 255-2304

Phone : 255-2656

Phone : 255-2670

Phone : 255-2302

Date/time :	 .1
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ATTACHMENT #L

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-340

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF VALLEJO, SOLANO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,

Illl
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Vallejo.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

4III Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

t32



ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-341

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF VALLEJO, SOLANO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when. developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and locally
adopt a Household Hazardous Waste•Element (HHWE) which identifies a
program for the safe collection, recycling, treatment, and disposal of
household hazardous waste for the city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section 18767
requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to adopting a
HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Vallejo drafted and adopted their final HHWE in
accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Vallejo submitted their final HHWE to the Board
for approval which was deemed complete on January 20, 1995, and the
Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the Element;
and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all of
the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the HHWE
substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and recommends its
approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Vallejo.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-342

•FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR
THE CITY OF VALLEJO, SOLANO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and county
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which includes
a description of existing and new solid waste facilities, and the
expansion of existing solid waste facilities, which will be needed to
implement a jurisdiction's Source Reduction and Recycling Element
(SRRE), to enable it to meet the requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific locations
or general areas for new solid waste facilities that will be needed to
implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all of
the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the'City of Vallejo . Pursuant to

4111 Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect
the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by
a jurisdiction .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM/3L
ITEM : CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE NONDISPOSAL

FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

STAFF COMMENTS:

This Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) adequately addresses the requirements
of Title 14, California Code or Regulations, sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas:

The City of Hermosa Beach has identified the BFI/Advance Recycling and Transfer
Station as facility it plans to use in reaching State mandated diversion goals.
The facility is an existing large-volume facility which accepts both
residential and commercial solid waste . Loads of incoming commercial waste are
sorted to recover recyclable materials such as corrugated fibers, high grade
paper, aluminum, and ferrous metals . The facility will divert less than 5
percent of the City's generated solid waste from disposal and is located at
2509 West Rosecrans Avenue in unincorporated Los Angeles County.

NDFE Adequacy

Hermosa Beach NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Staff recommends approval of the City of Hermosa Beach NDFE.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 . Resolution #95-353

	

Approval or the City of Hermosa Beach NDFE

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

~
Legal Review :	 (~i0

y	
Date/time :

	

3~~3:29,

iPrepared by : f'ttr ; s Deidrick

c

I
Phone : 255-2308

Phone : 255-2303

Phone : 255-2302
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-353

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the . identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board'staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that ' the Board hereby approves the
NDFE for the City of Hermosa Beach . Pursuant to Public Resources
Code Section 41736,' at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE
should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which
may be modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing
and planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

S
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April 20, 1995

,5
AGENDA ITEM ro3

r~

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF BREA, ORANGE COUNTY

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Brea's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 37% and 60 .7% for the year
2000 . However, adjustments to the SRRE resulted in an increase in diversion . The
adjustments resulted in diversion rates of 36% for 1995 and 60 .3% for the year 2000.
The City is projected to achieve the mandated diversion goals for 1995 and the year
2000.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

•

The City's selected source reduction activities include backyard composting, rate
structure modifications, waste evaluations/minimization-(commercial/industrial),
public education, awards and public recognition incentives, adoption of local
government procurement and nonprocurement source reduction policies . The city will
provide technical assistance to nonresidential generators by providing on-site waste
evaluations and written information regarding source reduction practices . The city
will implement in-house recovery efforts to provide a good example to local
businesses . The program will include all city divisions . The city currently
provides curbside recycling services and public educational programs . The city has
identified 10 additional recycling programs for the short and medium term.

aff recommend approval for the City of Brea's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element .

1J0
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Base-Year Diversion Claims . Diversion program was not identified for the diversion
claimed . Other Special Waste was claimed as diverted in 1995 and 2000, but a
program was not discussed in the SRRE . Therefore 763 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation in 1995 and 802 tons were subtracted from diversion and
generation in 2000.

Normally Disposed . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . Therefore, 716 tons
of commercial and industrial hazardous wastes were subtracted from disposal and
generation in the
base-year, 1995 and 2000.

Restricted Materials . The total diversion table shows diversion of 1,151 tons of
restricted materials . Therefore, 1,151 tons of restricted materials were subtracted
from diversion and generation in the base-year, 1995 and 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern:

Funding Component - Because of recent budgeting challenges within Orange County,
Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding mechanisms to accommodate
potentially changing economic conditions, as they relate to the overall fiscal
climate . In their first Annual Report to the Board, ;the City should include an
evaluation of contingency funding mechanisms for those programs proposed to be
funded through the County's general fund . The City should identify any changes in
funding sources.

The Special Wastes Component states that whole and shredded tires may be used as
fuel . The Compost Component states that mulch/compost may be used as fuel.
Legislation regarding biomass conversion ' and transformation contained in AB 688
became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the
appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up
to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and
41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for
both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming
diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year
disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility
in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and
properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE
programs.

In 1990, approximately 521,740 tons from industrial sources and 596,072 tons from
demolition and construction sources were disposed of by Orange County jurisdictions.
The amount was quantified by the Orange County Waste Characterization Methodology.
The jurisdiction of origin was not determined for this waste, a total of 1,117,812
tons . When the Board reviews plan implementation by Orange County jurisdictions,
this entire amount will need to be accurately assigned to the jurisdictions from
which it originated . The jurisdictions within Orange County should re-examine this
allocation issue, because it may dramatically affect goal achievement
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BRA Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div.

	

Gen.

Original Claim 83,928 11,650 95,578 64,379 37,774 102,153 42,229 65 .130 107,359

Changes to claimed
tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Scrap metals 0 (-1,151) (-1,151) 0 (-1,151) . (-1,151) 0 (-1,151) (-1,151)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-1,151) (-1,151) 0 (-1,151) (-1,151) 0 (-1,151) (-1,151)

Hazardous waste (-716) (-716) (-716) (-716) (-716) (-716)

Other special waste (-763) (-763) (-802) (-802)

Corrected Totals 83,212 10,499 '

	

93,711 63,663 35,860 99,523 41,513 63,177 104,690

Claimed diversion rates 12 .2% 37 .0% 60 .7%

Corrected diversion
rates

11 .2% 36.0% 60.3%

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for
the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program
Implementation

X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and
Evaluation

X

Alternatives
Evaluation

X Education and Public
Information

X

Program Selection X Funding _

	

X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which include periodic Household
Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and flyers
publicizing the events inconjunction with permanent drop-off facilities, and landfill
load checking programs . The City proposes to expand the education and public
information program to educate all City residents on HHWE.

L

	

recommend an approval for the City of Brea's Household Hazardous Waste Element.
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NDFE

	

•

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for
the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies one existing materials recovery
facility and one transfer station that the City is using to reach the mandated goals.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Brea's Nondisposal , Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 : Resolution # 95-313 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Brea
2 : Resolution # 95-314 Approval for the.HHWE for the City of Brea
3 : Resolution # 95-315 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Brea

.
Prepared by : Jeffery Martinez

Prepared by : Barbara Baker

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon

Phone : 255-2310

Phone : 255-2655

Phone : 255-2303

Phone : 255-2670

Phone : 255-2302

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerixt

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

Legal Review :	 ~:	 Date/time :	 i S



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-313

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF BREA, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that•
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Brea ..

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



ATTACHMENT #iZ

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-314

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF BREA, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Brea drafted and adopted their final HHWE in
accordance with statute and regulations .; and

WHEREAS, The City of Brea submitted their final HHWE to the Board
for approval which was deemed complete on January 20, 1995 and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Brea.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-315

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF BREA, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have. been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Brea . Pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

ty4



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM ?J9 3
q
a

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF FOUNTAIN VALLEY, ORANGE
COUNTY

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Fountain Valley's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 27 .0% and 52 .8%
for the year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous wastes
change these percentages to 24 .8% for 1995 and 51 .6% for the year 2000 . The removal
of restricted wastes will not affect the projected achievement of the mandated '
diversion goals for the year 2000 and will result in substantial compliance for
1995.

The City's selected source reduction activities include backyard composting,
economic incentives, regulatory programs, technical assistance, instructional
programs, a media campaign, and adoption of a City government nonprocurement source
reduction policy . Information and assistance will be provided by the City to
encourage backyard composting . The City plans to implement in-house recovery
efforts to provide a good example co local businesses . The program will include al:
City divisions . The City will also encourage commercial/industrial generators to

•mplement waste reduction planning.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Fountain Valley's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Repon) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Normaliv Disposed . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . . Therefore, 597 tons
of commercial and industrial hazardous wastes were subtracted from disposal and
generation in the
base-year, 1995 and 2000.

Restricted Materials . The total diversion table shows diversion of 3,593 tons of
restricted materials : Documentation of the diversion claim for 3,593 tons of
restricted waste was not received . Therefore, 3,593 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation In the base-year, 1995 and 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern:

Integration Component-Information pertaining to medium-term contingency measures,
start dates, and milestone dates were not clearly identified in the SRRE . Staff
recommend that the City more fully develop a master implementation schedule for the
medium-term planning period . The schedule should identify the task start date,
milestone date, entity implementing the task, and the schedule of funding source
availability . The City should include this information in their first Annual reporr
to the Board .

	

,

Funding Component - Because of recent budgeting challenges within Orange County
Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding mechanisms to accommodate
potentially changing economic conditions, as they relate to the overall fiscal
climate . In their first Annual Report to the Board, the City should include an
evaluation of contingency funding mechanisms for those programs proposed to be
funded through the County's general fund . The City should identify any changes in
funding sources.

The Special Wastes Component states that whole and shredded tires may be used as
fuel . The Compost Component states that mulch/compost may be used as fuel.
Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688
became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the
appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim :It
to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and
41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for
both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming
diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-yea.
disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facilit
in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and
properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE
programs.

In 1990, approximately 521,740 tons from industrial sources and 596,072 tons from
demolition and construction sources were disposed of by Orange County jurisdictions
The amount was quantified by the Orange County Waste. Characterization Methodology.
The jurisdiction of origin was not determined for this waste, a total of 1,117,812

tons . When the Board reviews plan implementation by Orange County jurisdictions,
this entire amount will need to be accurately assigned to the jurisdictions fr
which it originated . The jurisdictions within Orange County should re-examine
allocation issue, because it may dramatically affect goal achievement

\Vt
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Fountain Valley Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 99,966 11 .405 111 .371 85,876 31,691 117,567 58,459 65 .293 123 .752

Changes to claimed
tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-3 .500) (-3,500) 0 (-3,500) (-3,500) 0 (-3,500) (-3 .500)

Scrap metals 0 (-93) (-93) 0 (-93) (-93) 0 (-93) (-93)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-3 .593) (-3,593) 0 (-3 .593) (-3 .593) 0 (-3 .593) (-3,593)

Hazardous Waste (-597) (-597) (-597) (-597) (-597) (-597)

Corrected Totals 99 .369 7,812 107,181 85,279 28,098 113 .377 57,862 61,700 119,562

Claimed diversion rates 10 .2% 27 .0% 52.8%

orrected diversion rates 7 .3% 24.8% 51 .6%

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which include periodic '
Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and
flyers publicizing the events inconjunction with permanent drop-off facilities,
and landfill load checking programs . The City proposes to expand the education
and public information program to educate all City residents on HHWE.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Fountain Valley's Household Hazardous
Waste Element.
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•
NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No I N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies one existing materials
recovery facility, one transfer station, and four recycling facilities that the
City is using to reach the mandated goals.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Fountain Valley's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 :

	

Resolution # 95-316

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Fountain Vail
2 :

	

Resolution # 95-317

	

Approval for the HHWE for the City. of Fountain Valley
3 :

	

Resolution # 95-318

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Fountain Valley

Prepared by : Jeff Martinez Phone : 255-2310

Prepared by : Barbara Baker Phone : 255-2655

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekeri"~ ,.~ Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J .

	

Friedman

	

`Y

	

( I / Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time : Wit/4' r- Y 70/ 'e=,
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-316

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF FOUNTAIN VALLEY, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

0
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Fountain
Valley .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste . Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

\y9



ATTACHMENT *2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-317

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF FOUNTAIN VALLEY, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Fountain Valley drafted and adopted their
final HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Fountain Valley submitted their final HHWE
to the Board for approval which Was deemed complete on January
20, 1995, and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or
disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Fountain
Valley .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

\50



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-318

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF FOUNTAIN VALLEY, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based . on review of the NpFE, Board staff found that all
•

	

of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

,NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Fountain Valley.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 76 .39

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY .

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Laguna's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 28 :0% and 50 .7% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these
percentages to 25 .3% for 1995 and 48 .5% for the year 2000 . The removal of
restricted wastes results in the projected achievement for the 1995 and substantial
compliance with the year 2000 mandated diversion goals.

The City will promote a variety of source reduction programs including a
comprehensive rate structure modification/variable can rate system, on-site
composting, mulching, and grasscycling, economic incentives, and amendments to
existing regulatory policies . The City will provide technical assistance to both
residential and nonresidential generators by providing on-site waste evaluations and
written information regarding source reduction practices . The City plans to expand
the in-house recovery effort to provide a good example to area businesses . The
program will include all City divisions and facilities with office workers . The
City will continue its curbside recycling and mobile/stationary drop-off collection
system for residential and commercial/industrial waste generators . The existing

~y-back and drop-off centers will continue to operate and be expanded, as
cessary, to meet future demand . This will be carried out through development of

appropriate zoning and building code modifications and implementation of a
contamination minimization program . In conjunction with the above mentioned
activities, a media campaign will be launched in an effort educate the public on,
and maintain the public's interest in, the City's source reduction and recycling
programs.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Laguna Beach's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SWGS ANALYSIS:

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25* or more X

000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

•
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Explanation of any "No" responses :

	

•

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . Staff subtracted
284 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from disposal and generation
in the base-year, 1995 and 2000.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 2,404 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Therefore, 2,404 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation in the base-year, 1995 and 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern:

Funding Component - Because of recent budgeting challenges within Orange County,
Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding mechanisms to accommodate
potentially changing economic conditions, as they relate to the overall fiscal
climate . In their first Annual Report to the Board, the City should include an
evaluation of contingency funding mechanisms for those programs proposed to be
funded through the County's general fund . The City should identify any changes in
funding sources.

In 1990, approximately 521,740 tons from industrial sources and 596,072 tons from
demolition and construction sources were disposed of by Orange County jurisdiction-
The amount was quantified by the Orange County Waste Characterization Methodology
The jurisdiction of origin was not determined for this waste, a total of 1,117,81

tons . When the Board reviews plan implementation by Orange County jurisdictions,
this entire amount will need to be accurately assigned to the jurisdictions from
which it originated . The jurisdictions within Orange County should re-examine this
allocation issue, because it may dramatically affect goal achievement.

The memo from Elliott Bubis also states that "marine waste was

	

sampled as part
of the overall random sampling for commercial and industrial waste," . However page
3-3 of the SRRE indicates that the base-year generation tonnage did not include
"unknown amounts of seaweed from the city's (sic] beaches ." It is unclear if marine
wastes were accurately quantified in the City's base-year.

Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688

became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the
appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up
to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and
41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for
both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming
diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year
disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility
in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and
properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE
programs.
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he Special Waste component states that a diversion program to use tires as fuel
selected for implementation, however, no diversion for this program was projected.
Only transformation at a facility with .a Solid Waste Facility Permit or a biomass
facility (as discussed above) may be claimed as diversion . Additionally, page 7-8
indicates that 721 .5 tons of tire were generated in the base-year however other
sections of the SRRE state that 605 tons of tire were generated in the base-year.

Laguna Beach Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.'

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 49,176 6,775 55,951 40,748 15,861 56,609 27,889 28,661 56,550
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 (-2,400) (-2,400) 0 (-2,400) (-2,400) 0 (-2,400) (-2,400)
Scrap metals 0 (4) (-4) 0 (-4) (-4) 0 (-4) (-4)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-2,404) (-2,404) 0 (-2,404) (-2,404) 0 (-2,404) (-2,404)

Hazardous waste (-284) 0 (-284) (-284) 0 (-284) (-284) 0 (-284)
Corrected Totals 48,892 4,371 53,263 40,464 13,457 53,921 27,605 26,257 53,862

diversion rates 12 .1% .

	

28 .0% 50.7%Claimed
orrected diversion rates 8.2%

!

25.0% 48.7%

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which include periodic
Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and
flyers publicizing the events inconjunction with permanent drop-off facilities, and
landfill load checking programs . The City proposes to expand the education and
public information program to educate all City residents on HHWE.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Laguna Beach's Household Hazardous Waste
411llement .
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•
This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies two existing materials recovery
facilities/transfer stations to be used to reach the mandated goals.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Laguna Beach's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 :

	

Resolution # 95-319 Approval for ' the SRRE for the City of Laguna Beach
2 :

	

Resolution If 95-320 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Laguna Beach
3 :

	

Resolution # 95-321 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Laguna Beach

Prepared by : Jeff Martinez Cr- Phone : 255-2310

Prepared by : Mitchell Weiss : 14./ Phone : 255-2664

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon o- ' Phone : 255-2303

--Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix Phone : 255-2670
I/r

Judith J . Friedman

	

-/f~ Phone : 255-2302" Reviewed by:

Legal Review :
U

	

(((lll Date/time : 75- `''°/

40
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-319

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

• will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Laguna Beach.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-320

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Laguna Beach drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Laguna Beach submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on January 19,
1995, and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or
disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Laguna Beach.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-321

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that'all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, at seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Laguna Beach.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM no
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element,
and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of La Palma, Orange
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of La Palma SRRE projects diversion of 31 .3% for 1995 and 49 .6% for the
year 2000 . Adjustments to hazardous wastes change these percentages to 31 .6% for
1995 and 50 .2% for the year 2000 . This correction will not affect projected
achievement for both the 1995 and the year 2000 mandated diversion goals.

Based on information in the SRRE, the City of La Palma plans to implement a
multi-family curbside recycling program, a citywide curbside yard/green waste
collection, a commercial/industrial collection program, a backyard composting
program, and a demonstration project for alternative daily cover . Proposed
programs also include school district recycling, technical assistance programs,
and disposal fee modifications.

Existing city sponsored programs include a recycling hotline, residential
curbside collection, quantity based user fees, and media promotions and mailers
that encourage program participation . The city currently utilizes a manual

terial recovery facility and various buy back and redemption centers with the
(ste hauler and private entities.

Staff recommend approval of the City of La Palma's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X
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Agenda Item yb
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Page 2

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table . The,percentages below were calculated using
the generation tonnages in Table 3-16 (page , 51).

Normally Disposed . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . Staff subtracted
211 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from disposal and
generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern:

Funding Component - Because of recent budgeting challenges within Orange County,
Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding mechanisms to accommodate
potentially changing economic conditions, as they relate to the overall fiscal
climate . In their first Annual Report to the Board, the City should include an
evaluation of contingency funding mechanisms for those programs proposed to be
funded through the County's general fund . The City should identify any changes
in funding sources, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

SWGS - In 1990, approximately 521,740 tons from industrial sources and 596,072
tons from demolition and construction sources were disposed of by Orange County
jurisdictions . The amount was quantified by the Orange County Waste
Characterization Methodology . The jurisdiction of origin was not determined for
this waste, a total of 1,117,812 tons . When the Board reviews plan
implementation by Orange County jurisdictions, this entire amount will need to b
accurately assigned to the jurisdiction from which it originated . The
jurisdictions within Orange County should re-examine this allocation issue,
because it may dramatically affect goal achievement.

Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688
became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the
appropriate . conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim
up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201
and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion
credit for both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for
claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in
its base-year disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass
conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting
ash must be tested and properly disposed, , and the jurisdiction must be
implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Special Waste component indicates that a diversion program which includes the
use of tires as fuel was selected for implementation, however, no tonnages were
given for the transformation portion of this program . Only transformation at a
facility with a SWFP or a biomass facility (as discussed above) may be claimed as
diversion.

"Do



.Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies one existing materials
recovery facility that the City is using to reach the mandated goals.
Staff recommend approval of the City of La Palma's Nondisposal Facility Element.

161
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee
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•

La Palma Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 18,096 1,162 19,258 13,239 6,019 19,258 9,698 9,560 19,258

Changes to claimed
tonnages:

Hazardous waste (-211) 0 (-211) (-211) 0 (-211) (-211) 0 (-249)

Corrected Totals 17,885 1,162 19,047 13,028 6,019 19,047 9,487 9,560 19,047

Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

6.0%
6.1%

31 .3%a
31 .6%

49.6%
50 .2%

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which include periodic
Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline, landfill load checking, and
educational presentations . The City plans to utilize County operated permanent
HHW collection facilities and continue existing programs.

Staff recommend approval of the City of La Palma's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy

	

Yes

	

No

	

N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction

	

X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction

	

X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction

	

X
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ATTACHMENTS :
•

1 :

	

Resolution No .

	

95-235

	

Approval of the SRRE for the City of La Palma
2 :

	

Resolution No .

	

95-236

	

Approval of the HHWE for the City of La Palma
3 :

	

Resolution No .

	

95-237

	

Approval of the NDFE for the City of La Palma

Prepared by :	 Kathleen Stvcket4
Prepared by : Mitch Weiss

1 \J

Reviewed by : Llo d Dillon

Legal Review :	 53	 Date/time : ff.3/N7 5-tr'77

Phone : 255-2316

Phone : 255-2664

A.

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 ; Phone : 255-2302
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ATTACHMENT # 1

•

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-235

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LA PALMA, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS ; PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
• feasible source reduction, recycling ; and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will substantially achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of La Palma.

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



ATTACHMENT it 3

•

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-237

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LA PALMA, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
•

	

of the foregoing requirements have' been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends . approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of La Palma . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM yE VI

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MISSION VIEJO,
ORANGE COUNTY

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Mission Viejo identified 6 facilities they are using or may use
in the future to reach the mandated goals . Currently the City is sending
waste to CVT Transfer Station, Sunset Environmental Recycling Center, La
Pata Greenwaste Facility, BFI Organics Composting Facility, and Gro-Rite
Company Composting Facility . The City proposes to use the South Orange
County Materials Recovery Facility in the future.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Mission Viejo's Nondisposal
Facility Element.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

ATTACHMENTS:

1 : Resolution # 95-416 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Mission Viejo

Prepared by : Jeff Martinez \'-\•

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon U

	

\
Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

Legal Review :
3

Phone : 255-2310

Phone : 255-2303

Phone': 255-2302

~J pcDate/time :/	 S

ILL



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-416

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF MISSION VIEJO, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes .a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Mission Viejo.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

UD'1



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 30(2
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Newport Beach, Orange County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Newport Beach SRRE projects diversion of 29 .7% for 1995 and 52 .2% for
the year 2000 . Adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous wastes change these
percentages to 28 .6% for 1995 and 51 .9% for the year 2000 . The removal of
restricted and hazardous wastes will not affect projected achievement of the 1995
and the year 2000 mandated diversion goals.

Based on information in the SRRE, the City of Newport Beach plans to implement a
variety of programs including the adoption of local ordinances requiring residential
recycling facilities, commercial waste evaluations, and residential/commercial yard
and wood waste collection.

Existing City sponsored programs consist of residential curbside collection
programs, commercial mulching operations, and a County sponsored pilot shredding/
composting project . The City currently utilizes a Material Recovery Facility and
various drop-off and buy back redemption centers in conjunction with the waste
hauler and private entities.

ctivities
education and public information programs focus on both community outreach

ctivities and media campaigns that incorporate facility tours, a City recycling
newsletter, school recycling curricula, and an environmental affairs committee
(EAC).

Staff recommend approval of the City of Newport Beach's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

•
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Explanation of any "No" responses :

	

•

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . Staff subtracted
2,180 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from disposal and generation
in the base-year, 2,266 tons from 'disposal, 123 tons from diversion and 2,389 tons
from generation in 1995, and 256 tons from diversion, 2,230 tons from disposal and
2,486 tons from generation in 2000.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 3,784 tons of
restricted waste types has been received .' Therefore, 3,784 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation in the base-year, 1995 and 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

Funding Component - Because of recent budgeting challenges within Orange County,
Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding mechanisms to accommodate
potentially changing economic conditions, as they relate to the overall fiscal
climate . In their first Annual Report to the Board, the City should include an
evaluation of contingency funding mechanisms for those programs proposed to be
funded through the County's general fund . The City should identify any changes in
funding sources, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

SWGS - In 1990, approximately 521,740 tons from industrial 'sources and 596,072
from demolition and construction sources were disposed of by Orange County
jurisdictions . The amount was quantified by the Orange County Waste
Characterization Methodology . The jurisdiction of origin was not determined for
this waste, a-total of 1,117,812 tons . When the Board reviews plan implementation
by Orange County jurisdictions, this entire amount will need to be accurately
assigned to the jurisdictions from which it originated . The jurisdictions within
Orange County should re-examine this allocation issue, because it may dramatically
affect goal achievement.

Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688
became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the
appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up
to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and
41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for
both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming
diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year
disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility
in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and
properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE
programs.

The Special Waste component states that "it is likely that some tire generators in
Newport Beach are delivering tires to Oxford Energy" (page 7-7) however that
facility "could not determine at that time whether any of the tires it had received
in the past had originated in Newport Beach" (page III-14) . Additionally, a
diversion program which includes the use of tires as fuel was selected for
implementation, however, no tonnages were given for the transformation portion o
this program . Only transformation at a facility with a Solid Waste Facility Pen
or a biomass facility (as discussed above) may be claimed as diversion.

lb9



Local Assistance and Planning Committee
April 20, 1995

Agenda Item V-2
--,

	

3

Newport Beach Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 177,311 17,035 194,346 147,884 62,347 210,231 104,098 113,756 217,854

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-3,646) (-3,646) 0 (-3,646) (-3,646) 0 (-3,646) (-3,646)

Scrap metals 0 (-138) (-138) 0 (-138) (-138) 0 (-138) (-138)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-3,784) (-3,784) 0 (-3,784) (-3,784) 0 (-3 .784) (-3384)

Hazardous waste (-2,180) 0 (-2,180) (-2,266) (-123) (-2,389) (-2,230) (-256) (-2,486)

Corrected Totals 175,131 13,251 188,382 145,618 58,440 204,058 101,868 109,716 211,584

Claimed diversion rates 8 .8% 29 .7% 52 .2%

Corrected diversion rates 7 .0% 28.6% 51 .9%

HHWE

is HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
r the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in County-sponsored programs which include periodic Household
Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and flyers
publicizing the events . The County will also implement a mobile collection program,
expand the education and public information program to educate all County residents
on HHW, and utilize County operated permanent HHW collection facilities.

Staff recommend approval of the City of Newport Beach's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

•
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•
NDFE Adequacy Yes No

	

I N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies three existing materials
recovery facilities, two transfer'stations, and a composting facility that the
City is using to reach the mandated goals.

Staff recommend approval of the City of Newport Beach's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 : Resolution No . 95-238 Approval of the SRRE for
2 : Resolution No . 95-239 Approval of the HHWE for
3 : Resolution No . 95-240 Approval of the NDFE for

the City of Newport Beach
the City of Newport Beach
the City of Newport Beach

Prepared by :	 Kathleen Stvcke7t~
	

Phone :	 255-2316

	

•

Prepared by :	 Mitch Weiss	 1 w-' 	 Phone :	 255-2655

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 Phone :	 255-2303
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-238

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements . to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling ; and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will substantially achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Newport Beach.

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy Of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT It 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD.
RESOLUTION NO . 95-239

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Newport Beach drafted and adopted their
final HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Newport Beach.

. CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

\ IA



ATTACHMENT # 3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-240

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements havE been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Newport Beach.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM $4'3
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element,
and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Placentia, Orange
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Placentia SRRE projects diversion of 63 .0% for 1995 and 75 .1 % for
the year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted and hazardous wastes
change these percentages to 34 .7% for 1995 and 59 .4% for the year 2000 . The
removal of restricted and hazardous wastes and other special wastes will not
affect projected achievement for both the 1995 and the year 2000 mandated
diversion goals.

Based on information in the SRRE ; the City of Placentia plans to implement a
multi-family curbside recycling program, a citywide curbside yard/green waste
collection, a commercial/industrial collection program, a backyard composting
program and a demonstration project for alternative daily cover . Proposed
programs also include school district recycling, technical assistance programs,
and disposal fee modifications . Public information and education programs focus
on media campaigns, educational curriculum, and technical assistance and outreach
activities.

fisting city sponsored programs include a recycling hotline, residential
~rbside collection, quantity based user fees, and media promotions and mailers
that encourage program participation . The city currently utilizes a manual
material recovery facility and various buy back and redemption centers with the
waste hauler and private entities.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Placentia's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

,2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

VA to
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Base-year Diversion Claims . Diversion program was not identified for the
diversion claimed . Other Special Waste was claimed as diverted in 1995 and 2000,
but a program was not discussed in the SRRE . Therefore 947 tons were subtracted
from diversion and generation in 1995 and 1,048 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation in 2000.

Normally Disposed . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . Therefore, 701
tons of commercial and industrial hazardous wastes were subtracted from disposal
and generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

Restricted Materials . The total,diversion table shows diversion of 68,027 tons
of restricted materials . Documentation of the diversion claims for restricted
materials was not received therefore, 68,027 tons of restricted materials were
subtracted from diversion and generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

Fundinq Component - Because of recent budgeting challenges within Orange County,
Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding mechanisms to accommodate
potentially changing economic conditions, as they relate to the overall fiscal
climate . In their first Annual Report to the Board, the City should include an
evaluation of contingency funding mechanisms for those programs proposed to be
funded through the County's general fund . The City should identify any changes
in funding sources, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

SWGS - The Compost Component states that mulch/compost may be used as fuel.
Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688
became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the
appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim
up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal .for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201
and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion
credit for both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for
claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in
its base-year disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass
conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting
ash must be tested and properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be
implementing all feasible SRRE programs . The Special Wastes Component states
that whole and shredded tires may be used as fuel . Only transformation at a
facility with a SWFP or a biomass facility (as discussed above) may be claimed as
diversion.

In 1990, approximately 521,740 tons from industrial sources and 596,072 tons from
demolition and construction sources were disposed of by Orange County
jurisdictions . The amount was quantified by the Orange County Waste
Characterization Methodology . The jurisdiction of origin was not determined for
this waste, a total of 1,117,812 tons . When the Board reviews plan

. implementation by Orange County jurisdictions, this entire amount will need to be
accurately assigned to the jurisdictions from which it originated . The
jurisdictions within Orange County should re-examine this allocation issue,
because it may dramatically affect goal achievement.

1'11
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Placentia Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 67,420 74,697 142,117 58,674 99,743 158,417 43,719 132,018 175,737

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-54,000) (-54,000) 0 (-54,000) (-54,000) 0 (-54,000) (-54,000)

Scrap metals 0 (-14,027) (-14,027) 0 (-14,027) (-14,027) 0 (-14,027) (-14,027)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-68,027) (-68,027) 0 (-68,027) (-68,027) 0 (-68,027) (-68,027)

Hazardous Waste (-701) (-701) (-701) (-701) (-701) (-701)

Other special Waste 0 (-947) (-947) (-1,048) (4,048)

Corrected Totals 66,719 6,670 73,389 57,973 30,769 88,742 43,018 62,943 105,961

Claimed diversion rates 52 .6% 63.0% 75 .1%

Corrected diversion rates 9.1% 34.7% .59.4%

HWE

his HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in County-sponsored programs which include periodic Household
Hazardous Collection events, a toxics hotline, landfill loadchecking, and
educational presentations . The City plans to utilize County operated permanent HHW
collection facilities, and continue existing programs . Staff recommend an approval
for the City of Placentia's Household Hazardous Waste Element .

VS
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This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within

	

jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies one existing materials recovery
transfer facility that the City is using to reach the mandated goals.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Placentia's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

for
for
for

the City
the City
the City

of Placentia
of Placentia
of Placentia

Phone : 255-2316

Phone : 255-2655

Phone : 255-2303

Phone : 255-2670

Phone : 255-2302

1 : Resolution No . 95-232 Approval for the SRRE
2 : Resolution No . 95-233 Approval for the HHWE
3 : Resolution No . 95-234 Approval for the NDFE

~
\

1
Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon

	

;
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Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekeri

Prepared by : Kathleen Stvcket

Prepared by : Barbara Baker

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 f̀ (9i	 Iwoe01
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-232

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PLACENTIA, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
•SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place'emphasis on implementation of . all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will substantially achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Placentia,
Orange County .



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

`Dl



ATTACHMENT # 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-236

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LA PALMA, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has 'been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of La Palma drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of La Palma.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



ATTACHMENT # 3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-234

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PLACENTIA, ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have'been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Placentia . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

\M.
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AGENDA ITEM NO . ?SYV

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the Nondisposal
Facility Element for the City of Tustin, Orange County.

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Tustin Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) identifies four facilities
that the County may use to reach the mandated goals . Currently the City is sending
waste to Sunset Environmental Material Recovery Transfer Facility, CVT Material
Recovery Transfer Facility, Gro-Rite Company and Aguinaga Fertilizer Company.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.

for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

,Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Staff recommend approval of the City of Tustin's Nondisposal Facility Element.

Attachments

1 :

	

Resolution No . 95-247

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Tustin

Kathleen Stycket Phone : '255-2316

John Nuffer 'Ink- Phone : 255-2368

Judith J . Friedman r~,',1'•.-`-' Phone : : 255-2302

L-5 Date/time :/3/?J

	

3ifs1 4,1

Prepared by:

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by:

Legal Review:

•
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-247

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF TUSTIN, ORANGE COUNTY.

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have' been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Tustin . Pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM ,(YS

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT FOR
THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF ORANGE COUNTY

STAFF COMMENTS:

The County of Orange's SRRE for the unincorporated area projects diversion for 1995
as 32 .9% and 52 .4% for the year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted
wastes change these percentages to 31 .0% for 1995 and 51 .3% for the year 2000 . The
removal of restricted wastes results in the projected achievement for both the 1995
and the year 2000 mandated diversion goals.

The County will promote a variety of source reduction programs including a
comprehensive rate structure modification/variable can rate system, on-site
composting, mulching, and grasscycling, economic incentives, and amendments to
existing regulatory policies . Technical assistance to both residential and
nonresidential generators will be provided through on-site waste evaluations and
written information regarding source reduction practices . The expansion of the in-
house recovery effort at all County divisions and facilities with office workers
should provide a good example to area businesses . The County intends to continue
its single/multi-family residential curbside recycling and mobile/stationary drop-
ff collection system for residential and commercial/industrial waste generators.
ae existing buy-back and drop-off centers will continue to operate and be expanded
s necessary to meet future demand . The County will encourage source separation

practices in an effort to maximize local materials recovery facilities (MRFS).
Development of appropriate zoning and building code modifications and implementation
of a contamination minimization program is also planned . In conjunction with the
above mentioned activities, a media campaign will be launched in an effort educate
the public on, and maintain the public's interest in, the County's source reduction
and recycling programs.

Staff recommend approval for Orange County's Source Reduction and Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

' 2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Normally Disposed ._ Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . Therefore, 1,636
tons of commercial and industrial hazardous wastes were subtracted from disposal
and generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

Restricted Materials .

	

When Board staff initially reviewed the SWGS, it appeared
that the County was claiming diversion of 7,191 tons of restricted materials.
During subsequent staff review of the SRRE, it was found that two cities in Orange
County had incorporated (Lake Forest and Laguna Hills) . In Appendix F, the County
had also prepared new base-year and projection information that removed the data
from the newly incorporated cities data . This new data did not correspond with the
data in the text of the SRRE . Board staff contacted Rochelle Carpenter of the
County on February 28, 1995, about the conflicting data . She advised Board staff to
use the data found in the Appendix for base-year and projection data for the County.
Therefore the restricted materials tonnage changed from 7,191 tons to 7,127 tons.
Documentation of the diversion claim for 7,127 tons of restricted waste was not
received . Therefore, 7,127 tons were subtracted from diversion and generation in
base-year, 1995, and 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding mechanisms to accommodate
potentially changing economic conditions, as they relate to the overall fiscal
climate . In their first Annual Report to the Board, the City should include an
evaluation of contingency funding mechanisms for those programs proposed to be
funded through the County's general fund . The City should identify any changes in
funding sources.

The Special Wastes Component states the use of whole and shredded tires as fuel is
planned for short-term objectives (1991-1995) . The contingency plan states that
yard waste may be used as fuel .

	

Legislation regarding biomass conversion and
transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute
requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106,
41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass
conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may
not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and transformation.
One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the
jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the amount of material
disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions .
include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly disposed, and the
jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

In 1990, approximately 521,740 tons from industrial sources and 596,072 tons from
demolition and construction sources were disposed of by Orange County jurisdictions.
The amount was quantified by the Orange County Waste Characterization Methodology.
The jurisdiction of origin was not determined for this waste, a total of 1,117,812
tons . When the Board reviews plan implementation by Orange County jurisdiction
this entire amount will need to be accurately assigned to the jurisdictions fro
which it originated . The jurisdictions within Orange County should re-examine th
allocation issue, because it may dramatically affect goal achievement.

Areas of Concern:

Funding Component - Because of recent budgeting challenges within Orange County, •
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Orange County Base-Year 1995 2000

(unincorporated)
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 210,685 20,858 231,543 211,711 102,824 314,535 207,293 227,481 434,774

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Scrap metals 0 (-7,127) (-7,127) 0 (-7,127) (-7,127) 0 (-7,127) (-7,127)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods

	

, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-7,127) (-7,127) 0 (-7,127) (-7,127) 0 (-7,127) (-7,127)

Hazardous Waste 1,636 1,636 1,636 1,636 1,636 1,636

Corrected Totals 212 .321 13,731 226,052 213,347 95,697 309,044 208,929 220,354 429,283

Claimed diversion rates 9 .0% 32 .7% 52 .3%

Corrected diversion rates 6.1% 31 .0% 51 .3%

its HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas ::

Orange County
(unincorporated)

Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The County HHW programs include periodic Household Hazardous Collection events, a
HHW hotline, printed informational material, educational . presentations, video
production, and landfill load checking . The County will develop four to six
permanent collection facilities to support the periodic collection events . These
programs will continue to be implemented and expanded, if necessary, in the future.

Staff recommend an approval for the County of Orange's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

Resolution # 95-322 Approval for the SRRE for the County of Orange
(unincorporated)

2 :

	

Resolution # 95-323 Approval for the HHWE for the County of Orange
(unincorporated)
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-322

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED PORTIONS OF ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41300 requires that each county prepare and
adopt, for the unincorporated area, a SRRE which includes all of the
components specified ; and

`WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41301 requires that the County's SRRE include a
program for the'management of solid waste generated within the
unincorporated area of the County, consistent with the waste
management hierarchy provided in PRC Section 40051 ; and

WHEREAS, County's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

0 will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the county will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the County's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the County of Orange
(unincorporated) .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

•

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director 'SO



ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-323

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR UNINCORPORATED PORTIONS OF ORANGE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41510 requires that each county draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
unincorporated area of the county ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, Orange County drafted and adopted their final HHWE in
accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, Orange County submitted their final HHWE to the Board
for approval which was deemed complete on December 28, 1994 and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41510, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the unincorporated portions
of Orange County .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
1A1 Executive Director
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD '

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM #,~tio

ITEM : CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CANYON LAKE, RIVERSIDE
COUNTY

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Canyon Lake's (City) Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE)
projects diversion for 1995 and 2000 as 26 .8% and 52 .9%, respectively.
However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes and commercial hazardous
wastes change these percentages to 26 .7% and 52 .8% . The City was notified of
the changes do to restricted waste claims in a letter dated February 3, 1995.

The City plans to reach the mandated diversion goals of 25% and 50% by
augmenting the base year diversion through implementation of a variety of
programs . Source reduction programs include : requiring businesses to develop
solid waste management plans ; the use of drought resistant plants in City
approved landscape plans ; support for State and federal packaging laws ; and
through business license fee modifications . Recycling programs will include:
residential commingled curbside collection ; adoption of 'recycling ordinances
and monitoring programs ; and maintenance of existing drop-off and buy-back
centers . The City will also implement separate curbside collection of green
waste from residential and commercial sources.

Staff recommend the approval of the City of Canyon Lake's SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE Adequacy

Canyon Lake SRRE Adequacy YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

Local Task Force comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets Solid Waste Generation Study criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The Solid Waste Generation Study (SWGS), as submitted, does not meet
following criteria .

	

Changes in tonnage are listed in the following
the

table . `q^
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Normally Disposed of . . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of ." Staff
have therefore subtracted 4 tons of commercial hazardous waste tonnage from
disposal and generation in the base-year, 1995, and the year 2000.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 16 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted
these tonnage from diversion and generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

, The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste for co-
composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion
programs, it shall follow the procedure as outlined in Title 14, . California
Code of Regulations (CCR), Section 18775 .2.

The Composting Component states the City plans to use a biomass fuel plant
(Colmac Energy, Inc .) . Also the Special Wastes Components states that refuse-
derived fuel or tire-derived fuel may be used as an . alternative to divert tires
from landfilling . Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation
contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires
jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in Public Resources Code (PRC)
Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to one-fifth of the 501 •
diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for
transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both
biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming
diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-
year disposal tonnage the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion
facility in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be
tested and properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all
feasible SRRE programs.

Canyon Lake Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div.

Original Claim 9,885 51

Changes to claimed tonnage:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Hazardous wastes

0

0

0

0

0

(-4)

Corrected Totals 9,881 35

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected' diversion . rates >

Gen . Dis.

9,936 8,429

(-16) 0

0 0

0 0

0 0

(-16) 0

(-4 ) (-4)

9,916 8,425

1995

Div.

3,084

3,068

Gen . Dis.

11,513 6,165

(-16) 0

0 0

0 0

0 0

(-16) 0

(-4) (-4)

11,493 6,161

2000

	

lII

Div .

	

Gen.

6;896

52.9%
52.8%

6,912 13,077 ,

kqS



Local Assistance and Planning Committee
April 20, 1995

Agenda Item #04
Page 3

Household Hazardous Waste Element (HEWE) Adequacm

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR, Sections 18750 et.
seq . for the following areas :

	

`

Canyon Lake HHWE Adequacy Yes No Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of Canyon Lake residents have the option of participating in the
countywide Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) program managed by Riverside County.
The County rotates a temporary collection facility between five different sites
throughout the County . The mobile facility accepts latex and oil-based paints,
motor oil, solvents, and lead-acid batteries . In addition, other selected
alternative collection programs include : public education and information
programs provided by the City's franchised hauler and evaluation of the
feasibility of siting a permanent HHW collection center in the City.

• Staff recommends approval of the City of Canyon Lake HHWE.

Nondiaposal Facility Element (NDFE) Adequacy

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
seq . for the following areas:

Canyon Lake NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Canyon Lake has identified five facilities it plans on using or
developing to reach State mandated goals . The names of these facilities are as
follows : Mid-County Transfer Station/Material Recovery Facility (contingent
upon the development of other proposed facilities which may adequately cover
the area's waste stream) ; Riverside County Regional Composting Facility (an
existing processor of compost and mulch for use in the manufacturing of the
company's lawn care products) ; Recyc Inc . (an existing large scale composting

4111

facility that composts municipal sewage sludge and green waste) ; Murrieta
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Transfer Station/Material Recovery Facility (contingent upon the development of
other proposed facilities which may adequately cover the area's waste stream);
and Perris Transfer Station/Material Recovery Facility (permitted but not yet
constructed).

Staff recommends approval of the City of Canyon Lake NDFE.

ATTACfflENTS:

1 .

	

Resolution
2 .

	

Resolution
3 .

	

Resolution

#95-269

	

Approval
#95-270

	

Approval
#95-271

	

Approval

for the SRRE for
for the HHWE for
for the NDFE for

the City of
the City of
the City of

Canyon Lake
Canyon Lake
Canyon Lake

Prepared by :

	

Chris feidrie TZ) Phone : 255-2308

,:/E/14& Phone : 255-2419Prepared by :

	

Claire Miller

Reviewed by :

	

Lloyd Dino Phone : 255-2303
~y

z
c'
Y

f

/'f

Reviewed by :

	

John Sitts Phone : 255-2422

Reviewed by :

	

Lorra i ne Van Kekerix Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by :

_

Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : /-7i Date/time : /
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-269

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CANYON LAKE, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) which includes all of
the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

;• WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County .and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE .IT RESOLVED that the Board. hereby approves the SRRE
• for the City of Canyon Lake .

lqb



•
CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive . Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT .#2

•

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-270

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CANYON LAKE, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when.
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,.
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to41 adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, the City of Canyon Lake drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, the City of Canyon Lake submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on February 3,
1995, and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or
disapprove of the HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
HHWE for the City of Canyon Lake.

S

14~



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California . Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

40
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-271

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CANYON LAKE, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

• WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the .jdentification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
NDFE for the City of Canyon Lake . Pursuant to Public Resources
Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE
should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which
may be modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing
and planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .

p
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

S
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AGENDA ITEM x if

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CORONA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY.

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Corona's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion rates for the years 1995 and 2000, as 27 .8% and 53 .7% respectively.
However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these percentages to 26 .1%
for 1995 and 53 .7% for the year 2000 . Therefore, the City of Corona is still
projected to meet the mandated diversion goals for both the short and medium term.

The City's selected source reduction activities include backyard composting,
quantity-based variable rate structures, waste evaluations/minimization-
(commercial/industrial), public education, awards and public recognition incentives,
adoption of city government procurement policies and city government nonprocurement
source reduction policy . The City will provide technical assistance to
nonresidential generators by providing on-site waste evaluations and written
information regarding source reduction practices . The City will implement in-house
recovery efforts to provide a good example to local businesses . The program will
include all City divisions and contracted businesses . The City will also encourage
ommercial/industrial generators to implement separation systems for recoverable
ste . Selected recycling activities include continued use of three buy-back

enters, the implementation of residential curbside recycling, multi-family
collection, commercial/industrial collection, landfill salvaging, development of an
intermediate processing facility and a mixed waste materials recovery facility.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Corona's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

20"
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Explanation of any "No" responses :

	

.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of .

	

Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Therefore,
354 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal
and generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

Restricted Materials . Documentation of diversion claims for 418 tons of restricted
waste types has not been received . Therefore, 418 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

Transformation .

	

The Solid Waste Generation Component states that 3,263 tons of
incinerated waste wood were included in the 1990 base-year diversion tonnage . It
appears that this material, wood, may go to biomass facilities but it is not clear
from the information provided in the SRRE . Legislation regarding biomass conversion
and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The
statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections
40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for
biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a
jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and
transformation .

	

Transformation prior to the 2000 goal is considered disposal not
diversion . Therefore 3,263 tons of transformation were subtracted from diversion
and added to disposal in the base-year . For 1995, the 3,263 tons of transformation
were subtracted from diversion and added to disposal .

	

One of the conditions for
claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in i t
base-year disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass
conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting a
must be tested and properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all
feasible SRRE programs.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Corona Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

'~ .

	

•• 1 . . .-

	

. 1 1•

	

.-] 1

	

a, . •,41 .1,

	

•:

solids

hanges to clainied tonnages:

Restricted materials:
1nen

goodsWhite
Subtotal

•
i

	

. .

1
1

.'
1 (-418) (418

1

0
0
0

(-354)

(-81)
(-3)

(-418)

(-81)
(-3)

(-418)
0

(-354)

orrecte.

	

ota s 1

	

•,21 : , . .,

	

• 1

	

,

	

' ,

	

1 1,

	

1• 1

	

', 5,.

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates

6.6%

4.4%

27.8%
26.1 %

53 .7%

53.7%
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This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for

the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes

	

II No HHWE Adequacy

	

Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation

	

X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation

	

X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information

	

X

Program Selection X Funding .	X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which include a mobile
collection program, flyers/brochures publicizing collection dates, and load checking
at the El Sobrante Landfill . The city will also implement a curbside used motor oil
collection program, on-going drop-off of recyclable HHW program, and mobile drop-off
sites . . The city also plans to expand the education and public information program to
educate all city residents on HHW.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Corona's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

is NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for

the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies two existing materials recovery
facilities, two transfer station, and two composting facilities that the City is
using to reach the mandated goals.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Corona's Nondisposal Facility Element .

2114
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ATTACHMENTS ' :

1:	Resolution # 95-324

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Corona
2:

	

Resolution # 95-325

	

Approval for the HHWE for the City of Corona
3:

	

Resolution # 95-326

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Corona

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 Phone :	 255-2302
v Cl

	

i
	 4 - J -'4A.47Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 T	 5	

Prepared by : Jeff Martinez

Prepared by : Claire Miller
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Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van KekerixxQ
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C
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Phone : 255-2310

Phone : 255-2419

Phone : 255-2303

Phone : 255-2670
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-324

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CORONA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that•
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE,. Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Corona.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-325

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CORONA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Corona drafted and adopted their final HHWE
in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Corona submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on January 26, 1995,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Corona.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION No . 95-326

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CORONA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
•

	

of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Corona . Pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM #$V1

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LAKE ELSINORE, RIVERSIDE
COUNTY

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Lake Elsinore's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 27 .6% and 51 .1% for
the year 2000 .

	

The percentages result in the projected achievement for both the
1995 mandate and the year 2000 mandated diversion goal.

The City plans to adopt a local ordinance to require all new single family
residential development to have on-site composting, require solid waste reduction
plans for businesses renewing their business licenses, and provide technical
assistance for businesses and industry . The City also plans to implement single
family commingled curbside recycling, multi-family recycling, and mandatory
recycling for commercial, industrial and city offices . The City will take
commercial waste and multi-family materials to an Intermediate Processing Center
(IPC) or Material Recovery Facility (MRF) . The City plans to develop an education
program that includes public information center, establish a City Recycling
Newsletter, designate a school recycling coordinator, and develop a recycling
curriculum for schools . The City plans to recover yard waste from the residential
aste stream during the medium-term planning period by use of a material recovery
cility.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Lake Elsinore's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

he SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
re listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Commercial household hazardous waste is not "normally
disposed" .

	

Staff have therefore subtracted 17 tons of commercial hazardous waste
tonnages from disposal and generation in the base-year 1995, and 2000 .

	

2fM



Local Assistance and Planning Committee

	

Agenda Item #iKe
April 20, 1995

	

Page 2

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste for co-
composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs,
it shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

The Composting Component states the City has plans for using a biomass fuel , plant
(Colmac Energy, Inc .) in the Coachella Valley . Legislation regarding biomass
conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995.
The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections
40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for
biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a
jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and
transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass
conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the
amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year.
Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly disposed,
and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs ..

take Elsinore Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen:
rigmal Claim 28,691 2,172 30,863 60,682 23,094 83,776 66,79(1 69,866 136,657

Z hanges to claimed
tonnages:

HHW (-17) (-17) (-17) (-17) (-17) (-17)
Corrected Totals 28,674 2,172 30,846 60,665 23,094 83,759 66,773 69,866 136,639
'Claimed diversion

rates
Corrected diversion
rates

7.0%

7.0%

27.6%

27.6%

51 .1%

51.1%

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for
the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives . X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City will participate in the County-sponsored programs which include a mobile
household hazardous waste collection, one day roundup events, and load-checking
programs at the landfills . The City in coordination with the County will provide a
public outreach program which uses a wide range of media to educate households about
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2lTe hazardous materials they are using, safe substitute products, and proper and
improper disposal methods . In the short-term planning period, the City will also
investigate the possibility of siting a permanent collection facility.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Lake Elsinore's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for
the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies two existing composting facilities
and three proposed material recovery facilities they may utilize to the mandated
goals . The City also identified two facilities that do not have solid waste facility

mit, but the City sends waste and will use in reaching the mandated goals.

aff recommend approval for the City of Lake Elsinore's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution . # 95-275

	

Approval
2 :

	

Resolution # 95-276

	

Approval
3 :

	

Resolution # 95-277

	

Approval

for
for
for

the
the
the

SRRE
HHWE
NDFE

for
for
for

the City of
the City of
the City of

Lake Elsinore
Lake Elsinore
Lake Elsinore

Qw
Prepared by : Traci R . Perry Phone : 255-2311

Prepared by : Claire Miller

	

4Oe#n Phone : 255-2419

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon

	

Ns'-, Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekeri ~ Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : [ Date/time :
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-275

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING .
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LAKE ELSINORE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et . seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

	

•
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and . its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Lake Elsinore.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
. RESOLUTION # 95-276

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LAKE ELSINORE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code •(PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

'WHEREAS, The City of Lake Elsinore drafted and adopted their
final HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

.

	

WHEREAS, The City of Lake Elsinore submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on January 27,
1995, and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or
disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Lake Elsinore.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

411

	

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-277

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LAKE ELSINORE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Lake Elsinore.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board
LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE .

APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 4 f9

ITEM : Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element,and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Moreno Valley, Riverside
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Moreno Valley's (City) SRRE projects diversion for 1995'as 26 .6% and
50 .3% for the year 2000 . Adjustments. to remove hazardous wastes do not change
those projections.

The City has a contract with its franchise waste hauler to build a MRF and
recycling processing center . Commingled curbside recycling and processing of
multi-family residential and commercial wastes through the MRF are part of the
Short-Term Objectives . The City plans to adopt an ordinance requiring that all
new single family residential development have on-site composting . The City has
joined the County and other cities in applying for and receiving approval to
operate a Recycling Market Development Zone to provide incentives to industries
that use post-consumer waste as the feedstock in their manufacturing processes.

~aff Recommend approval for the City of Moreno Valley's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

$RR$

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

e SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
re listed in the following table .
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Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted 176 tons of commercial hazardous waste from disposal and
generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste through
co-composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion
programs, it shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

The Recycling Component states that the City has a contingency plan for using a
biomass fuel plant (Colmac Energy, Inc .) in the Coachella Valley . Legislation
regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became
effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the
appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim
up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201
and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion
credit for both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for
claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in
its base-year disposal tonnage the amount of material disposed at the biomass
conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting
ash must be tested and properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be
implementing all feasible SRRE programs .

Moreno Valley Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 110,353 4,743 115,096 120,503 43,621 164,124 105,957 107,146 213,103

Changes to claimed tonnage:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Household Hazardous Wastes (-176) (-176) (-176) (-176) (-176) (-176)

Corrected Totals 110 .177 4,743 114,920 120,327 43,621 163 .948 105,781 107,146 212,927

Claimed'diversion rates 4.1% 26.6% 50 .3%

Corrected diversion rates 4.1% 26.6% 50.3%

•
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This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.

for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes

	

No

	

HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X

	

Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X

	

Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X

	

Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X

	

Funding X

The City participates in County-sponsored programs which include'a mobile
household hazardous waste collection program, load checking programs at the
County's landfills and curbside collection of waste oil . The City will also work

with the County to prepare. promotional packets for cities to aid in advertising

HHW collection events and to develop a media educational program for public
service advertising.

aff recommend an approval for the City of Moreno Valley's Household Hazardous

ste Element.

AID

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.

for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies two existing composting

facilities . The City also identified one transfer station/materials recovery
facility that the City is using to reach the mandated goals . The City also
identified a proposed material recovery facility which is permitted but not

constructed.

/

	

aff recommend approval for the City of Moreno Valley's Nondisposal Facility

ement.
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ATTACHMENTS :

1 : Resolution # 95-229 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Moreno Valley
2 : Resolution # 95-230 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Moreno Valley
3 : Resolution #95-231 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Moreno Valley

Prepared by : Terri A . Grav Phone : 25S-2313

Prepared by : Claire Miller Phone : 255-2664

Reviewed by : John Sitts Phone : 255-2422

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon

	

`

	

•k Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by :

L

Lorraine Van Kekeri

	

` Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time : W2/yr

•
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-229

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

Illl
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Moreno Valley.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-230

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Moreno Valley drafted and adopted their
final HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Moreno Valley submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on January 26,
1995 and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or
disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Moreno Valley.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

' Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT NO . 3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-231

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NOSE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Moreno Valley.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM #jds°

ITEM : CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF NORCO, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Norco's (City) Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE)
projects diversion for 1995 and 2000 as 34 .2% and 64 .8%, respectively . However
adjustments to remove restricted waste change these percentages to 27 .0% for
1995 and 61 .3% for the year 2000 . The City was notified of these changes in a
letter dated February 3, 1995.

The City plans to reach the mandated diversion goals of 25 and 50 percent in
1995 and 2000, respectively, by augmenting the base year diversion through
implementation of a variety of programs . The City plans to encourage
residential backyard composting and target local government waste by
implementation of a non-procurement source reduction program . A recycling
program will include residential curbside collection and the construction of an

• intermediate processing center . The City will also consider the construction
of a materials recovery facility during the medium-term planning period . The
City's franchised hauler will provide curbside collection of green waste . In
addition, a drop-off center will be developed in the City for use by
commercial, industrial, and self-haul generators.

Staff recommend the approval of the City of Norco's SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

$RRE Adequacy

Norco SRRE Adequacy YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CI WMB draft comments adequately addressed X

Local Task Force comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets Solid Waste Generation Study criteria (in CI WMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more - X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X`
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SRRE Adequacy Continued

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The Solid Waste Generation Study (SWGS), as submitted, does not meet the
following criteria . Changes in tonnage are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Staff have
therefore subtracted 222 tons of commercial hazardous waste tonnage from
disposal and generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

Restricted Materials . Documentation of diversion claims for 5,082 tons of
restricted waste types have not been received . Therefore, 5,082 tons were

subtracted from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The Composting Component, indicates that a program to divert yard waste for co-
composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized . If

the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs, it shall follow the
procedure as outlined in Title 14, California Code of Regulations (CCR),
section 18775 .2.

The Composting Component proposes using a permitted incineration facility to
accept wood waste as a medium-term planning objective . Legislation regarding
biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective
January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate
conditions in Public Resources Code (PRC) sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and

41783 .1 to claim up to one-fifth of the 50% diversion goal for biomass
conversion, or PRC sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction

may not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and
transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass
conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnage
the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-

year . Other conditions include that the resulting ash must be tested and
properly disposed ; and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE

programs .

•
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•$RREAdequacy Continued

NORCO Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis.

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 42,953 5,781 48,734 33,096 17,215 50,311 18,262 33,619 51,881

Changes to claimed tonnage:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-5,082) (-5,082) 0 (-5,082) (-5,082) 0 (-5,082) (-5,082)

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-5,082) (-5,082) 0 (-5,082) (-5,082) 0 (-5,082) (-5,082)

Household Hazardous Wastes (-222) (-222) (-222) (-222) (-222) (-222)

Corrected Totals 42,731 699 43,430 32,874 12,133 45,007 18 .040 28,537 46,577

Claimed diversion rates 11 .9% 34 .2% 64.8%

Corrected diversion rates 1 .6% 27.0% 61 .3%

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of Title 14, CCR, Sections
18750 et . seq . for the following areas:

Norco HHWE Adequacy Yes No Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of Norco residents have the option of participating in the countywide
Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) program managed by Riverside County . The
County rotates a temporary collection facility between five different sites.
The mobile facility accepts latex and oil-based paints, motor oil, solvents,
and lead-acid batteries . In addition, other selected alternative collection
programs include : an ongoing drop-off program for used motor oil, spent lead-
acid batteries, used antifreeze, and leftover latex paint ; a permanent HHW
drop-off facility ; and a mobile drop-off . Load checking operations are

conducted by the County.

. Staff recommends approval of the City of Norco HHWE.

• Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) ' Adequacy
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Nondisposal Facility Element(NDFE) Adequacy

	

•

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.

seq . for the following areas:

Norco NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Norco has identified four facilities it plans on using in reaching
State mandated goals . The names of these facilities are as follows : Recyc.

Inc ., West County Material Recovery Facility, North County (Aqua Mansa)
Transfer Station/Material Recovery Facility, and O .M . Scott and Sons Company.

Each of these facilities will divert at least five percent of the City's
generated solid waste from disposal and are located outside the boundaries of
the City's incorporated area.

Staff recommends approval of the City of'Norco NDFE.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 . Resolution #95-272 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Norco

2 . Resolution #95-273 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Norco

3 . Resolution #95-273 Appro.

	

.1 for the NDFE for the City of Norco

Phone : 255-2308

Phone : 255-2419

Phone : 255-2303

Phone : 255-2422

Phone : 255-2670

Phone : 255-2302

Date/time : /̀-3/957,.Op01

Reviewed by : John ,Sitts	
@

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix((((`~~~~"

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

Legal Review :

l

•

•

225



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-272

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF NORCO, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et . seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) which includes all of
the components specified; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

•WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends

approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the SRRE
• for the City of Norco .

'2,26



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-273

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF NORCO, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been, complied with prior to

• adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, the City of Norco drafted and adopted their final HHWE
in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, the City of Norco submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on February 3, 1995,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
HHWE for the City of Norco .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #95-274

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY .OF NORCO, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities;
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

• WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
NDFE for the City of Norco . Pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should
be incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which may be
modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and
planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM # Ills)

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PERRIS, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Perris's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 30 .8% and 53 .5% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these
percentages to 27 .4% for 1995 and 52 .4% for the year 2000 . The removal of
restricted wastes results in the projected achievement for both the 1995 mandate and
the year 2000 mandated diversion goal.

The City plans to build a Material Recovery Facility (MRF) and send all the waste to
the facility . The facility will be able to recover cardboard, newsprint, mixed
paper, aluminum, tin, ferrous, glass, and mixed plastics . The City also plans to
implement mandatory recycling programs for commercial, industrial and construction
and demolition and send the materials to the MRF as well . The City plans to
continue drop-off programs and certified recycling centers . Along with other public
education programs, the City plans to designate a school recycling coordinator . The
coordinator will develop recycling program for the schools and create a curriculum
for schools . For the medium-term, the City plans to collect green waste from both
residential and commercial sectors and send the material to the MRF for processing.

aff recommend approval for the City of Perris's Source Reduction and Recycling
411kement.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

restricted Materials .

	

Documentation of diversion claims for 5,016 tons of
restricted waste types has not been received . Therefore, 5,016 tons were subtracted
from diversion and generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria .
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Areas of Concern

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste for co-
composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs,
it shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

The Recycling Component states that the City has a contingency plan for using a
biomass fuel plant (Colmac Energy, Inc .) which is in the Coachella Valley.
Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688
became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the
appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up
to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and
41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for
both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming
diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year
disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility
in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and
properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE
programs.

PERRIS Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div.

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 46,353 7,646 53,999 '73,050 32,540 105,590 99,371 114,474 213,845

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-5,016) (-5,016) 0 (-5,016) (-5,016) 0 (-5,016) (-5,016)

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-5,016) (-5,016) 0 (-5,016) (-5,016) 0 (-5,016) (-5,016)

Corrected Totals 46,353 2,630 48,983 73,050 27,524 100,574 99,371 109,458 208,829

Claimed diversion rates 14 .2% 30.8% 53 .5%

Corrected diversion rates 5.4% 27.4% 52 .4%

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for
the following areas :

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes

	

No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

10
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,e City will participate in the County-sponsored programs which include a mobile
household hazardous waste collection, one day roundup events, and load-checking
programs at the landfills . The City, in coordination with the County,will provide a
public outreach program which uses a wide range of media to educate households about
the hazardous materials they are using, safe substitute products, and proper and
improper disposal methods . The City also plans to site a permanent collection
facility at the material recovery facility located in the city limits.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Perris's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for
the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies a proposed material recovery
cility loacted within in the city limits . The proposed MRF has acquired all locals

and state permits . The City also identified two proposed material recovery
facilities and two existing composting facilities the City may used to reach the
mandated goals.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Perris's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 95-278 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Perris
2 :

	

Resolution # 95-279 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Perris
3 :

	

Resolution # 95-280 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Perris

Prepared by : Traci R . Perry"44 t Phone : 255-2311

Prepared by : Claire Miller Phone : 255-2419

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by :

v
Lorraine Van Kekerix Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Phone : 255-2302

.gal Review :

Judith J . Friedmar
rn

f, I J Date/time : /-Z— f t / ; 29;47



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-278

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PERRIS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe.
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy' provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source, •
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Perris.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-279

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PERRIS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element. (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Perris drafted and adopted their final HHWE
in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

•

	

WHEREAS, The City of Perris submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on February 2, 1995,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Perris.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-280 .

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PERRIS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have. been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Perris . Pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM #/An
ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SAN JACINTO, RIVERSIDE
COUNTY

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of San Jacinto's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 25 .5% and 51 .9% for
the year 2000 . The percentages result in the projected achievement for both the
1995 mandate and the year 2000 mandated diversion goal.

The City plans to implement a variety of programs to reach the mandated goals . The
City plans to implement a single family curbside commingled recycling program and a
multi-family recycling program . The City also plans to adopt mandatory recycling
programs for the commercial, industrial, and construction and demolition sectors.
The City will take to recovered material to an intermediate processing center (IPC)
or a material recovery facility (MRF) . The City also plans to implement a variety
of source reduction programs to compliment the recycling programs such as adopting
local ordinances to require all new single family residential development to have
on-site composting, requiring solid waste-reduction plans for businesses prior to
renewing their business licenses, and a public recognition program . To educate its
citizens, the City will designate a City Recycling Coordinator, develop public
nformation resources, and establish a city recycling newsletter . For the medium
rm- planning period, the City plans to implement a residential and commercial.
eenwaste program.

Staff recommend approval for the City of San Jacinto's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

Al! required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

ltte SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.
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Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . Therefore,
tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation in the base-year, 1995, and the year 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern:

The Composting Component states that wood may be sent to a biomass facility.
Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB
688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet
the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to
claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC
Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim
future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and transformation . One
of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the
jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the amount of material
disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year . Other
conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly disposed,
and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste for co-
composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion
programs, it shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

San Jacinto
Dis .

Base-Year 1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 22,230 1,445 23,675 25,439 8,714 34,153 22,208 23,939 46,147!

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Household Hazardous Wastes (-36) (-36) (-36) (-36) (-36) (-36)

Corrected Totals 22,194 1,445 23,639 25,403 8,714 34,117 22,172 23,939 46,111 1

Claimed diversion rates 6 .1 % 25 .5 % 51 .9 %"

Corrected diversion rates 6.1 % 25.5% 51 .9%

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas :

HHWE Adequacy Yes

	

No HHWE Adequacy Yes

	

No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

S
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he City's franchised waste hauler provides curbside collection of used motor oil
from residents on an on-call basis . The City also participates with the County-
sponsored programs which include a mobile household hazardous waste collection, one
day roundup events, and load-checking programs at the landfills . The City will
also provide public information and education regarding HHW handling, treatment,
and disposal, as well as information about HHW collection programs . The City will
also evaluate the feasibility of siting a permanent collection center during the
short-term planning period.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of San Jacinto's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy

	

Yes

	

No

	

N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction

	

X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction

	

X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction

	

X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction

	

X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies two existing composting
facilities and three proposed material recovery facilities the City may utilize to
reach the mandated goals.

Staff recommend approval for the City of San Jacinto's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 : Resolution # 95-281 Approval for the SRRE for the City of San Jacinto
2 : Resolution # 95-282 Approval_ for the HHWE for the City of San Jacinto
3 : Resolution # 95-283 Approval for the NDFE for the City of San Jacinto

Prepared by : ~
'
/
~~it
,~~Traci R .

	

Perry Phone : 255-2311

Prepared by : Claire Miller

	

// Phone : 255-2419

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon

	

/
> '/ Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekeri #‘ Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman Phone : 255-2302

illegal Review :	 lZ	 Date/time :i	 Tr /' 2-r1c,
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-286

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SAN JACINTO

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq. describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of. Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of.
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000 ; et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of San Jacinto.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION it 95-282

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SAN JACINTO

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of San .Jacinto drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of San Jacinto submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on January 19,
1995, and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or
disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of San Jacinto.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

•

	

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

.•
.
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-283

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF SAN JACINTO

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on'review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of San Jacinto.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste. Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

1
.

•

•

213



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM #/+f+ 53
ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND
NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF TEMECULA, RIVERSIDE COUNTY

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Temecula's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 57 .9% and 69 .8% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these
percentages to 50 .1% for 1995 and 66 .2% for the year 2000 . The removal of
restricted wastes results in the projected achievement for both the 1995 mandate and
the year 2000 mandated diversion goal.

The City plans to continue the single family commingled curbside collection and
curbside green waste programs . The City plans to implement programs to target
commercial and industrial sectors, office buildings, light and heavy industries,
restaurants, and schools . The City will evaluate modification of City procurement
policies to increase recycling and the use of recycled materials . To educate the
citizens, the City plans on developing public information resources, a community
outreach program, develop a media campaign, and designate a school district
recycling coordinator . The City also plans to implement waste evaluations to assist
them in developing source reduction programs to reduce the amount of waste generated
and encourage the use of drought resistant landscaping.

off recommend approval for the City of Temecula's Source Reduction and Recycling
dement.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . Therefore, 137
tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000 .

	

2Q y

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
•re listed in the following table.
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Restricted Materials .

	

Documentation of diversion claims for 14,517 tons of 4W
restricted waste types have not been received .

	

Therefore, 14,517 tons were
subtracted from diversion and generation in the base-year, 1995,

	

and 2000.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria .

Areas of Concern:

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste for co-
composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs,
it shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

Base-year wood incineration is mentioned in the SRRE . Legislation regarding
biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January
1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC
Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion
goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a
jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and
transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass
conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the
amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year.
Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly disposed,
and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

Temecula ' Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
(Original Claim 47,670 17,583 65,253 39,058 53,626 92,684 39,747 91,936 131,683
Changes to claimed
tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 (-14,517) (-14,517) 0 (-14,517) (-14,517) 0 (-14,517) (-14,517)
Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-14,517)(-14,517) 0 (-14,517)(-14,517) 0 (-14,517) (-14,517)
Household Hazardous

Wastes
(-137) (-137) (-137) (-137) (-137) (-137)

Corrected Totals 47,533 3,066 50,599 38,921 -39,109 78,030 39,610 77,419 117,029

(C laimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

26 .9 %
6.1%

57 .9 %
50.1%

69 .8 %
66 .2%
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4likWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City's waste hauler conducts semiannual Residential Household Hazardous Waste
Roundup Days . The hauler only accepts water-based paint, waste oil, anti-freeze,
and lead/acid batteries . The City also participates in the County-sponsored
programs which include a mobile household hazardous waste collection, one day
roundup events, and load-checking programs at the landfills . The City in
coordination with the County will provide information to educate the citizens for
proper disposal of HHW.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Temecula's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies two existing composting
facilities and three proposed material recovery facilities the City may utilize to
reach the mandated goals.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Temecula's Nondisposal Facility Element.

•

246



--Local Assistance and Planning Committee

	

Agenda Item #SJ
April 20, 1995

	

Page 4

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 95-284
2 :

	

Resolution # 95-285
3 :

	

Resolution it 95-286

Approval
Approval
Approval

for
for
for

the
the
the

SRRE
HHWE
NDFE

for
for
for

the City of Temecula
the City of Temecula
the City of Temecula

Prepared by : Traci R . Perry' Phone :

	

255-2311

Prepared by : Claire Miller

	

/ r/P Phone :

	

255-2419

Reviewed by : Lloyd Di11on//`. f' Phone :

	

255-2303

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerixa' Phone :

	

255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman Phone :

	

255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time : 3/
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ATTACHMENT #1

\. CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-284

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF TEMECULA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

0
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and .

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Temecula.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-285

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF TEMECULA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Temecula drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Temecula submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on January 13, 1995,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Temecula.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

2.4q



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-286

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF TEMECULA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and-implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements hav& been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Temecula . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

0'
2.S0



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM # (4

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Household
Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Upland, San Bernardino County.

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which includes curbside
collection of used oil upon request, one day collection events, permanent collection
sites, a landfill load check program, and education and public information regarding
the programs.

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

Staff . recommend an approval for the City of Upland Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 95-268

	

Approval for the HHWE for the City of Upland

Prepared by :	 Tabetha Willmon	 Phone :	 255-2659

Reviewed by :	 Toni Terhaar	 /I	 Phone :	 255-2653

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman4Y	 .p,.J	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 /~

	

i,.	 .	Date/time :	
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-268

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT
FOR THE . CITY OF UPLAND, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and locally
adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which identifies a
program for the safe collection, recycling, treatment, and disposal of
household hazardous waste for the city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section 18767
requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to adopting a
HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Upland drafted and adopted their final HHWE in
accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Upland submitted their final HHWE to the Board
for approval which was deemed complete on January 6, 1995, and the
Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the Element ;

	

,
and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all of
the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the HHWE
substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and recommends its
approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Upland.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 26, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

•

	

AGENDA ITEM f5,3-6.

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO, SAN DIEGO COUNTY.

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of San Diego has undertaken a range of source reduction, recycling, and
composting programs in response to AB 939 . The City's SRRE projected diversion
rates are 34 .01 for 1995 and 51 .0% for 2000 . The corrected SRRE diversion rates
are 30 .9% for 1995 and 48 .7% for 2000 . Staff notified the City in a letter dated
November 28, 1994, of the excluded waste issue . The City subsequently provided
additional information, which staff found adequately documented the majority of
the diversion as described on page two under Restricted Materials.

The City has selected a range of source reduction, recycling, and composting
programs for implementation . The City plans to : implement a backyard composting
program and a City-operated materials exchange ; expand its curbside yard waste
collection program ; and, expand collection of recyclables from single and multi-
family sources . The City's public education and information program highlights
school programs--curricula development, development of educational materials,
including bilingual materials, presentations, and internships. . The City will
continue to distribute its recycling directory, which serves as a
ultilingual/multicultural reference tool':

e City of San Diego is a member of both the San Diego Recycling Market
Development Zone (RMDZ) and the North San Diego County RMDZ . The City will focus
on development of a binational Recycling Market Development Zone within the
border industrial areas of both the Cities of Tijuana and San Diego to stimulate
regional markets for recyclable materials.

Even though the corrected City's projections fall slightly below the 50% goal,
staff considers this within substantial compliance . Therefore, Staff recommend
that the Committee approve the Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the
City of San Diego, San Diego County.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

' 1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Restricted Materials : A total of 402,409 tons of restricted materials was
claimed as diversion in the base-year . The City submitted documentation, to the
Board, which met the criteria in PRC Section 41781 .2 . Board staff recommends
that 399,105 tons of restricted be allowed in the City's base-year diversion.
Staff subtracted the remaining undocumented restricted material (3,304 tons) from
diversion and generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

Disposal Tonnage : Additional information provided to the Board by the City
included more accurate estimates of disposal tonnage, which documented an
additional 120,189 tons of restricted wastes in base-year disposal . Therefore
staff added 120,189 to disposal and generation in the base-year, 1995, and 2000.

Transformation : Transformation/biomass cannot count as diversion except toward
the 50% diversion goal . One of the conditions for claiming diversion from
biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal
tonnage the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the
base-year . Therefore 22,854 tons of transformation were subtracted from
diversion and added to disposal in the base-year . For 1995, 36,630 tons of
transformation were subtracted from diversion and added to disposal.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

The Special Waste Component identifies sewage sludge as a special waste, and
mentioned that sludge may be co-composted with yard waste, and/or incinerated, or
used as alternative daily cover . The SRRE also states that the sewage sludge is
generated at the San Diego County Metropolitan Wastewater Treatment Facility in
Point Loma (Unincorporated area of the County of San Diego) . Therefore, the
sewage sludge is not generated in the City, and should not be included in the
amounts disposed, diverted, or generated.

Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB 688
became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires that jurisdictions meet
the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to
claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections
40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion
credit for both biomass conversion and transformation.

Area of concern :

•

•



Local Assistance and Planning Committee
April 20, 1995

Agenda ItemSS
Page 3

Fan Diego Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 1,540,442 715,280 2,255,722 1,616,967 831,609 2,448,576 1,297,668 1,351,164 2,648,832

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Scrap metals 0 (-11) (-11) 0 (-11) (-11) 0 (-11) (-11)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-3,293) (-3,293) 0 (-3,293) (-3,293) 0 (-3,293) (-3,293)

Subtotal 0 (-3,304) (-3,304) 0 (-3,304) (-3,304) 0 (-3,304) (-3,304)

Revised inert solids disposal 120,189 0 120,189 120,189 0 120,189 120,189 0 120,189

Transformation 22,854 (-22,854) 0 36,630 (-36,630) 0 0 0 0

Corrected Totals 1,683,485 689,122 2,372,607 1,773,786 791,675 2,565,461 1,417,857_1,347,860 2,765,717

Claimed diversion rates 31 .7% 34.0% 51 .0%

Corrected diversion rates 29.0% 30.9% 48.7%

ATTACIIMENT :

Resolution # 95-134

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of San Diego

Prepared by : Lloyd Dillon Phone :

	

255-2303

Reviewed by : Claire Miller /

	

John Sitts Phone :

	

255-2419

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix (,C Phone :

	

255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman 0 A'l Phone :

	

255-2302

:Legal Review : 1573 Date/time :'?/;$— '/;'/O/s



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 95-134

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO, SAN DIEGO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; . and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management . , hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, 'and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
SRRE substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et . seq . and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED : that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of San Diego, San

Diego County .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,

	

•
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 066
ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of San Francisco identifies the utilization of five nondisposal facilities
to assist in achieving the City's waste diversion goals . These facilities include:
West Coast Recycling, City Debris Box Service, L&K Debris Box Service, Waste
Resources Technologies and San Francisco Solid Waste Transfer and Recycling Center.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

'Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Board staff recommend the City and County of San Francisco's Nondisposal Facility
Element be approved as it has adequately addressed all requirements.

Attachments

1 :

	

Resolution No . 95-415

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City and County of
San Francisco

Prepared by :	 Tracey M . Harper

Reviewed by :	 Toni Terhaar

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman;. /1

Legal Review :

•

	 Phone :	 255-2665

	

Phone :	 255-2653

' { .:'7t i.7•L(1 	--	 Phone :	 255-2302
i

	 Date/time :	 Y—/ 	i- y	 f'r=7
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ATTACHMENT NO . 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-415

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City and County of San
Francisco . Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at
the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated
with the SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as
necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and planned
nondisposal facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM NO . 4d S 7 .

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Nondisposal
Facility Element for the City of Escalon, San Joaquin County.

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Escalon identifies the utilization of three nondisposal facilities to
help implement the City's waste diversion goals . These facilities are the Gilton
Resource Recovery and Transfer Facility, the Lovelace Materials Recovery and
Transfer Station, and the North County Recycling Center . In addition the City
identified a Buy-Back Center, an Oil Recycling Center, and a semi-annual clean-up
program that will assist the City of Escalon to meet its waste diversion goals.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Board staff recommend that the City of Escalon's Nondisposal Facility Element be
approved as it has adequately addressed all requirements.

Attachments

1 :

	

Resolution No . 95-212

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Escalon

Prepared by :	 Trevor M . Anderson	 Phone :	 255-2309

Reviewed by :	 Toni Terhaar	 /	 Phone :	 255-2653

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman

	

Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 (jv	 Date/time :	 3/-z>19 .- /	 lr u,



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-212

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF ESCALON, SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the Nb'FE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Escalon . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM NO . ;if5r

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of,the Multi-
Jurisdictional Household Hazardous Waste Element for the cities of
Escalon, Lathrop, Lodi, Manteca, Ripon, Stockton, Tracy, and the
unincorporated areas of San Joaquin County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The County of San Joaquin and the cities of Escalon, Lathrop, Lodi, Manteca, Ripon,
Stockton, and Tracy have joined together to prepare the HHWE on a regional basis.
The multi-jurisdictional HHWE will be administered by the County Department of
Public Works, through its Solid Waste Division and will be funded by a county
service area charge . The programs that the County and cities plan to implement
include : periodic collection events, limited drop-off facilities for recycling,
permanent collection facilities, and public education and information programs.

ANALYSIS:

This Household Hazardous Waste Element adequately addresses the requirements of 14
CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X
Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X
Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

Staff recommend approval for the Multi-Jurisdictional Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

Attachments

1 :

	

Resolution No . 95-248

	

Approval of the Multi-Jurisdictional Household
Hazardous Waste Element for the cities of Escalon,
Lathrop, Lodi, Manteca,' Ripon, Stockton, Tracy, and
the unincorporated San Joaquin County

Prepared by :	 Trevor M . Anderson	 —	 Phone :	 255-2309

Reviewed by :	 Toni Terharr	 ~~	 Phone :	 255-2653

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	
~yy

	 Phone :
,

2255-2302

Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 ~/O5-/ :30,6,,7



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO : 95-248

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITIES OF ESCALON, LATHROP, LODI, MANTECA, RIPON,
STOCKTON, TRACY AND THE UNINCORPORATED SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41510 requires that each county draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
unincorporated area of the county ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500,requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

•

	

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, San Joaquin County and the cities of Escalon, Lathrop,
Lodi, Manteca, Ripon, Stockton, and Tracy drafted and adopted
their final HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, San Joaquin County and the cities of Escalon, Lathrop,
Lodi, Manteca, Ripon, Stockton, and Tracy submitted their final
HHWE to the Board for approval which was deemed complete on
January 27, 1995, and the Board has 120 days to review and
approve or disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the unincorporated area of
San Joaquin County and the cities of Escalon, Lathrop, Lodi,
Manteca, Ripon, Stockton ; and Tracy.

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



California Integrated Waste Management Board

•

	

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
April 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM NO . )159
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Manteca, San Joaquin County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Manteca's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 31 .1% and 50 .1% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes changed the 1995
percentages to 31 .2% and the 2000 percentages to 50 .2% . Even with the restricted
wastes removed, the projected diversion rates are sufficient to achieve the mandated
goals . Achieving the diversion goals is accomplished through a number of source
reduction, recycling, and composting programs that will assist the City in reaching
the mandated goals . Some of these programs include : residential curbside
recycling, commercial/industrial/governmental source separated collection, backyard
composting, curbside collection of yard waste and composting, public area and
special event recycling, and extensive public education and information programs.
Some of the public education and information programs include : printed factsheet,
community outreach programs and exhibits, special events programs, work shops,
school programs, and mass media events.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Manteca's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

*RE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed - Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
subtracted 75 tons of hazardous waste from disposal and generation.

ALYSIS :

2105
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Restricted Materials - No documentation of diversion claims for 1 ton of restrict
waste types has been received . Staff have subtracted 1 ton from diversion and
generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

It is indicated in the SWGS that the City may include transformation as a diversion
program in 2000 . New legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation
contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires
jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g),
and 41783.1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or
PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future
diversion credit for both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the
conditions for claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction
include in its base-year disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the
biomass conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions include : the
resulting ash must be tested and properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be
implementing all feasible SRRE programs .

Manteca Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 36,195 4,956 41,151 32;283 14,594 46,877 26,634 26,767 53,4

Changes to claimed
tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Scrap metals 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Agricultural
waste

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-1) (-1) 0 (-1) (-1) 0 (-1) (-1)

Subtotal 0 (-1) (-1) 0 (-1) (-1) 0 (-1) (-1)

Hazardous waste (-75) (-75) (-75) (-75) (-75) (-75)

Corrected Totals 36,120 4,955 41,075 32,208 14,593 46,801 26,559 26,766 53,325

Claimed diversion rates 12 .0% 31 .1% 50 .1%

Corrected diversion rtes 12.1 % 31.2% 50 .2 %

•
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*FE

This Nondisposal Facility Element adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR
Sections 18752 et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Manteca identifies the utilization of two facilities to help implement
the City's waste diversion goals . These facilities are the California Waste Removal
Facility and the Grover Environmental Products Facility . In addition the City also
identified three other facilities that the City may use in the future . These
facilities are the Tracy Materials Recovery and Solid Waste Transfer Facility, the
Gilton Resource Recovery and Transfer Facility, and the San Joaquin County Lovelace
Road Facility.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Manteca's Nondisposal Facility Element.

Ottachments

1: Resolution No . 95-210

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Manteca
2: Resolution No . 95-211

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Manteca

Prepared by :	 TrevorM.Anderson	 4MiAr- 	 Phone :	 255-2309

Reviewed by :	 Toni Terhaar	 /T	 Phone :	 255-2653

Reviewed by :	 Yasmin Satter	 Phone :	 255-2421

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix4C	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . FriedmaA(~3 	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	
l7

	 Date/time :	 i/zx~9	
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-210

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MANTECA, SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (•PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, . PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

. will be needed for solid waste which'cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Manteca.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-211

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF MANTECA, SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NbFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Manteca . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

40
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APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 0 Ga

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Campbell, Santa Clara County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Campbell's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 26 .5% and 50 .4% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes and correct for
hazardous waste change these percentages to 26 .1% for 1995 and 50 .2% for the year
2000 . Even with the restricted wastes removed, the projected diversion rates are
sufficient to achieve the mandated goals.

Achieving these goals is accomplished through a variety of programs . Some of the
source reduction programs selected for implementation include implementation of a
variable rate structure for the residential sector, providing technical assistance
to homeowners and businesses, and adopting a City procurement policy . Existing
recycling activities in the City include single and multi-family curbside
collections service, commercial and industrial sector corrugated cardboard
collection, and drop-off/buy-back centers . Expansion of all of these programs is
planned . Composting programs include implementing curbside collection of yard waste,
drop-off opportunities, and utilizing a centralized processing facility.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Campbell's SRRE and recommends that the
~ard require the City to provide the information identified in the "Area of

ncern" section of this agenda item in their first Annual Report to the Board.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY I

	

YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnag
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted hazardous waste tonnages from disposal, diversion and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 286 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted these
tonnages from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern:

Integration Component - The implementation schedule is missing tasks from the
funding, education and public information components . The Master Implementation
Schedule should also include identification of the entity responsible for
implementing the various tasks and identification of the funding sources for the
programs charted for implementation . Please provide this information at the time of
the first Annual Report to the Board.

The City has stated it may market wood chips as fuel . Legislation regarding biomass
conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995.
The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections
40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim op to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for
biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a
jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion a
transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass
conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the
amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year.
Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be . tested and properly disposed,
and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

Base-Year

Dis.

	

Div.

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div.

46,283

7,93046,303

(-20)

0
(-272)

0
(-14)

(-286)

7,580

(-64)

54,233 41,082

0 0
(-272) 0

0 0
(-14) 0

(-286) 0

(-84) (-20)
53,863 41,062

14,841

0

(-272)
0

(-14)
(-286)

(-64)

14,491

26.5%Claimed dit vision rates
Corrected diversion rates

Campbell

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids

Scrap metals
Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Gen . Dis.

55,923 27,863

0 0

(-272) 0
0 0

(-14) 0
(-286) 0

(-84) (-20)
55,553 27,843

Hazardous Waste

Corrected Totals

2000
Div .

	

Gen.

28,368 56,231

50:4% '
50.2%

28,018

0

(-272)
0

(-14)
(-286)

(-64)

0

(-272)
0

(-14)

(-286)

(-84)
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•
This NDFE addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas :

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The Element identifies nine nondisposal facilities that the city may use.

Staff recommends approval of the NDFE for the City of Campbell.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :Resolution No . 95-393 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Campbell
2 :Resolution No . 95-394 Approval of the NDFE for the City of Campbell

•epared by : Michelle Lawrence Phone : 255-2307

Prepared by : Becky Shumwav Phone : 255-2420

Reviewed by : Michelle Lawrence Ilr Phone : 255-2307

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time :

	

yY'/ 45 y :~~a t4n
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

APRIL 20, 1995

AGENDA ITEM Y~6

ITEM :

		

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Los Altos, Santa Clara County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Los Altos's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion for 1995 at 36 .0% and 51 .2% for the year 2000 . Adjusting for restricted
wastes has little impact on these percentages, reducing the goal for the year 1995
to 35 .6% and the year 2000 to 50 .9% . Even with the restricted wastes removed ; the
projected diversion rates are sufficient to achieve the mandated goals.

The source reduction programs that the City of Los Altos is planning include:
implementing variable rate structure for residential garbage collection ; providing
information and assistance for waste audits for residents and large generators, and
supporting home composting through education and public information activities.
Continuing the residential curbside collection program through the medium-term and
the existing commercial and industrial programs will be the focus of the recycling
activities for the City of Los Altos . Residents will be able to send their yard
waste to a composting facility via their curbside collection program and drop-off
locations.

aff recommends approval for the City of Los Altos' Source Reduction and Recycling
lement . In addition, staff recommends that the City in their first Annual Report

to the Board, address whether the public education and information program will be
changed during the medium-term planning period as identified under the Areas-of-
Concern in this agenda item.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY

	

II YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

I lanation of any "No" responses:p

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage

2.R3
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are listed in the following table .

	

•

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . Hazardous waste
cannot be legally landfilled and therefore cannot be counted towards diversion.
Staff have therefore subtracted 52 tons of hazardous waste from diversion and
generation.

Normally Disposed . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted 15 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 150 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 150 tons
from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Area of Concern:

The City.'s final SRRE indicates that biomass conversion may be selected as a
diversion program in the future, by stating one of the potential uses of wood chips
may be as boiler fuel . New legislation regarding biomass conversion and
transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute
requires that jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106,
41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass
conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may
not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and transformation.
One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the
jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the amount of material
disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions for
either biomass conversion or transformation include that the resulting ash be tested
and properly disposed, and the jurisdiction is implementing all feasible SRRE
programs.

In their first Annual Report to the Board, the City must clarify how the countywide
public education and information program will be implemented in the medium-term
planning period . If implemented, the City must identify and describe the program.
Items to be included in the description include City versus County responsibilities
for program tasks, revenue sources, and program budget . In addition, the Master
Schedule must be revised to reflect tasks, revenue sources, program budget,
responsibility, and implementation and milestone program changes.
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Los Altos

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Hazardous Waste

Corrected Totals

0

(-10)

0

(-140)

(-150)

(-67)
29,877

Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

0

(-10)

0

(-140)

(-150)

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

0

(-10)

0

(-140)

(-150)

Gen. Dis.

34,908 16,960

0 0

(-10) 0

0 0

(-140) 0

(-150) 0

(-67) 0

34,691 16,960

2000

Div.

17,775

0

(-10)

0

(-140)

(-150)

(-52)

17,573

25,721 4,373 30,094

(-15) (-52)

25,706 4,171

22,345 12,563

(-15) (-52)

22,330 12,361

Gen.

34,735

0

(-10)

0

(-140)

(-150)

(-52)

34,533

Claimed diversion tales

Corrected diversion, rate ;

14'i5

14:0%

36:0 %

35,6%

This NDFE addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/
A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction
X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction
X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction
X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a•jurisdiction
X

The Element identifies nine facilities used by the City of Los Altos.

Staff recommends approval of the Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Los
Altos.

1 : Resolution # 95-395 Approval of the SRRE for the City of Los Altos, Santa
Clara County
Resolution # 95-396 Approval of the NDFE for the City of Los Altos, Santa
Clara County

2~15
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ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
Los Altos Hills, Santa Clara County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City .of Los Altos's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion for 1995 at 35 .5% and 50 .7% for the year 2000 . Adjusting for restricted
.wastes has little impact on these percentages, reducing the goal for the year 1995
to 35 .4% . Even with the restricted wastes removed, the projected diversion rates are
sufficient to achieve the mandated goals.

The source reduction programs that the City is planning include : implementing
variable rate structure for residential garbage collection and providing information
and assistance for waste audits for residents and large generators . Continuing the
residential curbside collection program through the medium-term and the existing
commercial and industrial programs will be the focus of the recycling activities for
the City . Residents will be able to send their yard waste to a composting facility
via their curbside collection program and drop-off locations.

taff recommends approval of the Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City
Los Altos Hills . In addition, staff recommends that the City in their first

Annual Report to the Board, address whether the public education and information
program will be changed during the medium-term planning period as identified under
the "Areas of Concern" section in this agenda item.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

:Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.
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Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . Household •
Hazardous Waste (HHW) is not "normally disposed of", and therefore, cannot be
claimed as diversion . Staff have subtracted 2 tons of HHW from
base-year, 1995, and 2000 diversion and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of the diversion claim for 8 tons of white
goods has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted 8 tons from diversion and
generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste for co-
composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs,
it shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

The Special Waste Component discusses tire-derived fuel as a possible future
diversion activity .

	

Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation
contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires
jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g),
and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or
PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future
diversion credit for both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the
conditions for claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction.
include in its base-year disposal tonnage6-the amount of material disposed at the
biomass conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions include : the
resulting ash must be tested and properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be
implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

In their first Annual Report to the Board, the City must clarify how the countywide
public education and information program will be implemented in the medium-term
planning period . If implemented, the City must identify and describe the program.
Items to be included in the description include City versus County responsibilities
for program tasks, revenue sources, and . program budget . In addition, the Master
Schedule must be revised to reflect tasks, revenue sources, program budget,
responsibility, and implementation and milestone program changes.
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Los Altos Hills Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div.

Original Claim 6,246 2,433

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Hazardous Waste 0

0

0
0

(-8)

(-8)

Corrected Totals 6,246 2,423

8,679 5,668

0 0

0 0
0 0

(-8) 0

(-8) 0

(-2) 0

8,669 5,668

3,116

0
0

0

(-8 )

(-8)

3,106

Gen . Dis.

8,784 4,460

0 0

0 0

0 0

(-8) 0

(-8) 0

(-2) 0

8,774 4,460

2000
Div.

	

Gen.

4,591 9,051

0

0
0

(-8)
(-8)

(-2)
4,581 9,041

0

0
0

(-8)

(-8)

Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

50:7%

50.7%

Ti

	

NDFE addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The Element identifies nine facilities that may be used by the City.

Staff recommends approval of the Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Los
Altos Hills.

1:

	

Resolution # 95-397 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Los Altos Hills
2:

	

Resolution # 95-398 Approval of the NDFE for the City of Los Altos Hills
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3AGENDA ITEM C 3
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Los Gatos, Santa Clara County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Los Gatos's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion for 1995 as 31 .3% and 52 .0% for the year 2000 . However, adjustments to
remove restricted wastes and correct for hazardous waste change these percentages to
27 .1% for 1995 and 49 .5% for the year 2000 . Even with the restricted wastes
removed, the projected diversion rates are sufficient to substantially comply with
the mandated goals.

Achieving these goals will be accomplished through a variety of programs . Some of
the source reduction programs selected for implementation include implementation of
a variable rate structure for the residential sector, providing technical assistance
to homeowners and businesses, and adopting a City procurement policy . Existing
recycling activities in the City include single and multi-family curbside
collections service, commercial and industrial sector corrugated cardboard
collection, and drop-off/buy-back centers . Expansion of all of these programs is
planned . Composting programs include implementing curbside collection of yard waste,
drop-off opportunities, and utilizing a centralized processing facility.

aff recommends approval of the City of Los Gatos' SRRE and recommends that the
card require the City to provide the information identified in the "Area of

Concern" section of this agenda item in their first Annual Report to the Board.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

Adjustments to remove restricted wastes and correct for hazardous waste reduced tP~C
year 2000 goal to 49 .5%.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted hazardous waste tonnages from disposal, diversion and
generation . Diversion was also claimed for "bimetal" but there were no base-year
disposal amounts for this type of waste . Staff have therefore subtracted 2 tons
from diversion and generation as this was not shown to be a waste type that was
normally disposed of.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 286 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted these
tonnages from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Area of Concern

Integration Component - The implementation is missing tasks from the funding,
education and public information components . The Master Implementation Schedule
should also include identification of the entity responsible for implementing the
various tasks and identification of the funding sources for the programs charted for
implementation . Please provide this information at the time of the first Annual
Report to the Board.

The City has stated it may market wood chips as fuel . Legislation regarding biomass
conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January 1,1995.
The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections
40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for
biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a
jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and
transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass
conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the
amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year.
Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly, disposed,
and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

2.82
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Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

37,545 10,779 48,324

(-2,300)
(-556)

0

(-13)
(-2,869)

(-2,300)

(-556)
0

(-13)

(-2,869)

(-634)
0

(-773)

(-2)
36,911 7,769

15,270

(-2,300)
(-556)

0

(-13)
(-2,869)

Los Gatos

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids
Scrap metals

Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

1995

Dis .

	

Div. Gen . Dis.

48,829 23,506

(-2,300) 0

(-556) 0
0 0

(-13) 0
(-2,869) 0

(-773) (-634)

(-2) 0

45,185 22,872

Hazardous Waste
Normally Disposed

Corrected Totals

33,559

0
0

0
0

0

(-634)

0

32,92544,680

2000
Div .

	

Gen.

25,471 48,977

(-2,300)
(-556)

0
(-13)

(-2,869)

(-2,300)

(-556)
0

(-13)

(-2,869)

(-773)

(-2)

12,260

31 .3%

27.1%

45,33322,461

52:0%
49.5%

Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates :'.

22'%

17.4%

*FE

This NDFE addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et .,seq . for the
following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The Element identifies nine nondisposal facilities that the City may use.
Staff recommends Approval of the City of Los Gatos' Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1: Resolution NO . 95-399 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Los Gatos

2: Resolution NO . 95-400 Approval of the NDFE for the City of Los Gatos

2a3
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Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Monte Sereno, Santa Clara County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Monte Sereno's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion for 1995 as 31 .5% and 54 .2% for the year 2000 . However, adjustments to
remove restricted wastes and correct for hazardous waste change these percentages to
29 .8% for 1995 and 53 .1% for the year 2000 . Even with the restricted wastes
removed, the projected diversion rates are sufficient to achieve the mandated goals.

Achieving these goals is accomplished through a variety of programs . Some of the
source reduction programs selected for implementation include implementation of a
variable rate structure for the residential sector, providing technical assistance
to homeowners and businesses, and adopting a City procurement policy . Existing
recycling activities in the City include single and multi-family curbside
collections service, commercial and industrial sector corrugated cardboard
collection, and drop-off/buy-back centers . Expansion of all of these programs is
planned . Composting programs include implementing curbside collection of yard waste,
drop-off opportunities, and utilizing a centralized processing facility.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Monte Sereno's SRRE and requires that the
•ty provide additional information at the time of the first Annual Report to the

and regarding total revenue allocated for the programs and implementation details
listed under the "Areas of Concern" section of the Board Agenda Item.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

ITEM :
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposedof . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted hazardous waste tonnages from disposal, diversion and
generation . Diversion was also claimed for "highgrade paper" and "white goods" but
there were no base-year disposal amounts for these types of waste . Staff have
therefore subtracted 1 ton from diversion and generation for the "highgrade paper"
as this was not shown to be a waste type that was normally disposed of . The "white
goods" amounts were adjusted below as restricted materials.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 84 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted these
tonnages from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Area of Concern:

Integration Component - The implementation schedule is missing tasks for the
funding, education and public information components . The Master•Implementation
Schedule should also include identification of the entity responsible for
implementing the various tasks and identification of the funding sources for the
programs charted for implementation.

The City has stated it may market wood chipp as fuel . Legislation regarding biomass
conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 199
The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sectio
40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for
biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a
jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and
transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass
conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the
amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year.
Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly disposed,
and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

aalo
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Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

3,118

3,118

0
0

1,030

0
(-82)

0

(-2)
(-84)

(-15)
(-1)

4,148 2,820

0 0
(-82) 0

0 0

(-2) 0

(-84) 0

(-15) 0
(-1) 0

4,048 2,820

1,295

0

(-82)
0

(-2)
(-84)

(-15)
(-1)

1,195

riginal Claim
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous Waste
Normally Disposed

Corrected Totals

2000
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

4,115 1,884

0 0
(-82) 0

0 0

(-2) 0

(-84) 0

(-15) 0
(-1) 0

4,015 1,884

1995
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
2,231 4,115

0

(-82)
0

(-2)
(-84)

(-15)
(-1)

0

(-82)
0

(-2)

(-84)

(-15)
(-1)

4,015

Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

930

24.8 %
23.0%

2,131

54.2%
53.1%

NDFE Adequacy Yes f No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The Element identifies nine nondisposal facilities that the city may use.

Staff recommends Approval of the City of Monte Sereno's Nondisposal facility.
Element.
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ATTACHMENTS:

1 :Resolution #95-401 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Monte Sereno
2 :Resolution #95-402 Approval of the NDFE for the City of Monte Sereno
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Reviewed by : Michelle Lawrence Phone : 255-2307

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656
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Legal Review : L
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AGENDA ITEM V43

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Morgan Hill, Santa Clara County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Morgan Hill's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion for 1995 at 251 and 50% for the year 2000 . Adjusting for restricted
wastes reduces these percentages to 18 .9% for 1995, and 46 .3% for the year 2000,
resulting in the City's diversion projections falling below the mandated diversion
goals.

The diversion programs that the City , is planning include : continuation of the source
separated collection programs within City government offices and the drop-off/buy-
back opportunities located within the City limits . In addition, the City will
establish residential curbside collection and commercial collection of cardboard
during the medium-term planning period.

Due to a significant shortfall in the diversion mandates because of restricted
wastes staff recommends disapproval of the SRRE for the City of Morgan Hill . In
addition, staff recommends that the City in their first Annual-Report to the Board,
address whether the public education and information program will be changed during

1111
e medium-term planning period as identified under the "Areas of Concern" in this
enda item.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRREADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

lusting for restricted wastes reduced the 25% and 50% diversion projections to
~.9% and 46 .3%, respectively.

Normally Disused of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted commercial/industrial hazardous waste tonnages from base-year,
1995 and 2000 disposal, diversion and generation .
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Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 774 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted these
tonnages from diversion and generation.

Areas of Concern

The Diversion Methodology in Appendix 3 discusses transformation that can be counted
in the year 2000 . Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation
contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires
jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g),
and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or
PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future
diversion credit for both biomass conversion and transformation. One of the
conditions for claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction
include in its base-year disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the
biomass conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions include : the
resulting ash must be tested and properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be
implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

The Special Waste Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste for co-
composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs,
it shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

In their first Annual Report to the Board, the City must clarify how the countywide
public education and information program will be implemented in the medium-term
planning period . If implemented, the City must identify and describe the program.
Items to be included in the description include City versus County responsibilities
for program tasks, revenue sources, and program budget . In addition, the Master
Schedule must be revised to reflect tasks, revenue sources, program budget,
responsibility, and implementation and milestone program changes.

Morgan Hill Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div.

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div.

	

Gen.
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids
Scrap metals

Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Comm/Indust Hazardous Waste

28,896

28,875

2,148

0
(-313)

0
(-467)

(-774)

1,361

31,044 7,800

0 0

(-313) 0

0 0
(-467) 0

(-774) 0

(-28) (-21)

30,236 7,779

2,600

0

(-313)
0

(-467)

(-774)

1,813

10,400

0

(-313)
0

(467)

(-774)

(-28)

9,592

5,600 '

5,579

5,600

0

(-313)
0

(467)
(-774)

4,813

11,200

0

(-313)

0
(-467)
(-774)

(-28)

10,392Corrected Totals

(-21) (-21)

Claimed: diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

25.0%
18.9%

50M%

463%
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This NDFE addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

•The Element describes nine facilities that the City may use . Staff recommends
approval of the NDFE.

	

1 :

	

Resolution # 95-403 Disapproval for the SRRE for the City of Morgan Hill

	

3 :

	

Resolution # 95-404 Approval of the NDFE for the City of Morgan Hill

Prepared by : Michelle Marlowe Lawrence Phone : 255-2307

Prepared by : Becky Shumwav Phone : 255-2420

viewed by : 'Dianne Ranctej11 //(^ Phone : 255-2304

Reviewed by :
J l

Catherine Cardozo (r v Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix4l"- Phone : 255-2670

/ t/Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review :	 ('ice	Date/time :	 9//O5
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ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Mountain View, Santa Clara County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Mountain View's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion for 1995 as 29 .2% and 47 .8% for the year 2000 . Even with adjustments for
transformation and hazardous waste, the projected diversion rates are sufficient to
comply with the mandated goal for 1995 and substantially comply with the year 2000.

Achieving these goals is accomplished through a variety of programs . Source
reduction programs within the City of Mountain View include : double-sided copying,
and reuse of asphalt and concrete by City crews . The City will expand the existing
residential curbside collection and buy-back/drop-off opportunities . In addition,
the City will provide information and technical support to businesses and
institutions and structure collection . rates to encourage source reduction and
recycling . Planned composting programs include curbside collection of yard waste,
drop-off opportunities, and utilizing a centralized processing facility.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Mountain View's SRRE . In addition, staff
recommends that the City in their first Annual Report to the Board, address whether
the public education and information program will be changed during the medium-term

t
anning period as identified under the "Areas of Concern" section in this agenda
em.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE:

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

planation of any "No" responses:

Adjustments to remove restricted wastes and correct for hazardous waste reduced the
year 2000 goal to 47 .8%.

•
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

Adjustments to remove restricted wastes and correct for hazardous waste reduced t
year 2000 goal to 47 .8%.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff has
therefore subtracted hazardous waste tonnages from base-year, 1995 and 2000 disposal
and generation.

Because the Oxford Energy facility is not a Board-permitted disposal facility, tires
transformed at this facility should not be included in generation, disposal, or
diversion tonnages . Staff has therefore subtracted the appropriate tonnages from
generation, disposal and diversion.

RestrictedMaterials . The City of Mountain View provided documentation
substantiating base-year diversion claimed for restricted waste types . Staff has
reviewed the documents and recommends approval of the City's diversion claims.

The SWGS ; as corrected, meets . the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern:

The City is considering using biomass conversion as a diversion activity in the
future . Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB
688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the
appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up
to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 an
41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit f
both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming
diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year
disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility
in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and
properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE
programs.

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert sewage sludge for co-
composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs,
it shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

In their first Annual Report to the Board, the City must clarify how the countywide
public education and information program will be implemented in the medium-term
planning' period . If implemented, the City must identify and describe the program.
Items to be included in the description include City versus County responsibilities
for program tasks, revenue sources, and program budget . In addition, the Master
Schedule must be revised to reflect tasks, revenue sources, program budget,
responsibility, and implementation and milestone program changes .

•
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Mountain View Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div.

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 89,210 7,697 96,907 73,633 30,403 104,036 57,547 52,728 110.275
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Hazardous Waste (-32) 0 (-32) (-33) 0 (-33) (-35) 0 (-35)
Tires & Rubber (-77) (-61) (-138) (-77) (-61) (-138) (-77) ' (-61) (-138)
Corrected Totals 89,101 7,636 96,737 73,523 30,342 103,865 57,435 52,667 110,102

Claimed diversion rates 7.9% 29.2% 47.8%
Corrected diversion rates 7.9% 29.2% 47.8%

NDFE

This NDFE addresses the' requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The Element identifies nine nondisposal facilities that the City may use.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Mountain View's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1: Resolution #95-405 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Mountain View
2: Resolution #95-406 Approval of the NDFE for the City of Mountain View

20A
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Prepared by : Michelle Lawrence Phone : 255-2307

Prepared by : Becky Shumwav Phone : 255-2420

Reviewed by : Toni Terhaar Phone : 255-2653

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix Phone ; 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : b Date/time :

	

:TI//llf?,~II!30/',^
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Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of San Jose, Santa Clara County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of San Jose's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion for 1995 as 51 .4% and 58 .5% for the year 2000 . However, adjustments to
remove restricted wastes and correct for hazardous waste change these percentages to
40 .8% for 1995 and 50 .1% for the year 2000 . Even with the restricted wastes
removed, the projected diversion rates are sufficient to achieve the mandated goals.
The City of San Jose has submitted additional documentation to revise program and
diversion tonnage information reported in the final SRRE . Staff has reviewed the
new tonnage data and incorporated the changes.

Achieving these goals is accomplished through a variety of programs . Source
reduction programs within the City of San Jose include : double-sided copying, and
reuse of asphalt and concrete by City crews . The City will expand the existing
residential curbside collection and buy-back/drop-off opportunities . In addition,
the City will provide information and technical support to businesses and
institutions and structure collection rates to encourage source reduction and
recycling . Planned composting programs include curbside collection of yard waste,
drop-off opportunities, and utilizing a centralized processing facility.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE:

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in C[WMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

e SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria.

	 ormallv Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff has
therefore subtracted commercial/industrial hazardous waste tonnages from base-year,
1995 and 2000 disposal, diversion and generation .

	

241

aff recommends approval of the City of San Jose's Source Reduction and Recycling
lement.
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Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 274,731 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff has therefore subtracted these •
tonnages from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

The Composting Component indicates that a program to divert yard waste for co-
composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized as a
contingency measure . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion programs,
it shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

The SRRE discusses transformation of yard waste and tires as a potential future
diversion activity . Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation
contained in AB 688 became effective January 1,1995 . The statute requires
jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g),
and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50* diversion goal for biomass conversion, or
PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future
diversion credit for both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the
conditions for claiming diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction
include in its base-year disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the
biomass conversion facility in the base-year . Other conditions include : the
resulting ash must be tested and properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be
implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

1,049,057 408,600 1,457,657

0

(-254,644)

(-19,994)
0

.

	

(-93)
(-274,731)

(-545)

(-254,644)
(-19,994)

0

(-93)
(-274,731)

(-545)

133,324 1,182,381

City of San Jose

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tons:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous Waste

1995

Dis .

	

Div.

(-254,644)
(-19,994)

0

(-93)
(-274,731)

Gen . Dis.

1,539,586 673,064

(-254,644) 0

(-19,994) 0

0 0

(-93) 0

(-274,731) 0

(-550) 0

1,264,305 673,064Corrected Totals

748,407 791,179

0 (-550)

748,407 515,898

949,868

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

1,622,932

(-254,644)
(-19,994)

0

(-93)

(-274,731)

(-550)

(-254,644)

(-19,994)
0

(-93)

(-274,731)

(-550)

674,5871,049,057 1,347,651

Claimed diversion rates r•

Corrected' diversion rates

28 :0%
11 .3%

.58:5%
50.1%

•
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E

his NDFE addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No

	

II N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The Element identifies nine nondisposal facilities that the City may use.
Staff recommends approval of the City of San Jose's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1:

	

Resolution No . 95-407 Approval for the SRRE for the City of San Jose
2:

	

Resolution No . 95-408 Approval of the NDFE for the City of San Jose

Prepared by : Michelle Lawrence Phone : 255-2307

by:•epared Becky Shumwav Phone : 255-2420

Reviewed by : Toni Terhaar Phone : 255-2653

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo

	

L Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : k'--Lorraine Van Kekerix- Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedmaff)H Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review :
L'
6- 73 Date/time : ' 2O
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Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for .the

'City of Saratoga, Santa Clara County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Saratoga's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) projects
diversion for 1995 as 32 .5% and 54 .0% for the year 2000 . However, adjustments to
remove restricted wastes and correct for hazardous waste change these percentages to
32 .0% for 1995 and 53 .7% for the year 2000 . Even with the restricted wastes
removed, the projected diversion rates are sufficient to achieve the mandated goals.

Achieving these goals is accomplished through a variety of programs . Some of the
source reduction programs selected for implementation include implementation of a
variable rate structure for the residential sector, providing technical assistance
to homeowners and businesses, and adopting a City procurement policy . Existing
recycling activities in the City include single and multi-family curbside
collections service, commercial and industrial sector corrugated cardboard
collection, and drop-off/buy-back centers . Expansion of all of-these programs is
planned . Composting programs include implementing curbside collection of yard waste,
drop-off opportunities, and utilizing a centralized processing facility.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Saratoga's SRRE and requires that the city
•vide additional information at the time of their first Annual Report to the Board

arding total revenue allocated to programs and implementation details listed
er the "Areas of Concern" section of the Board Agenda Item.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25 % or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

ITEM :

ass



Local Assistance and Planning Committee

	

Agenda Item O G I
April 20, 1995

	

Page 2

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnag
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted hazardous waste tonnages from disposal, diversion and
generation . Diversion was claimed for "refillable beverage glass" but there were no
base-year disposal amounts for this type of waste . Staff have therefore subtracted
10 tons from diversion and generation as this was not shown to be a waste type that
was normally disposed of.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 196 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted these
tonnages from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Area of Concern:

Integration Component - The implementation schedule is missing tasks for the
funding, education and public information components . The Master Implementation
Schedule should also include identification of the entity responsible for
implementing the various tasks and identification of the total revenue allocated for
the programs for implementation . Please provide this information at the time of the
first Annual Report to the Board.

The City has stated it may market wood chips. as fuel . Legislation regarding biomass
conversion and transformation contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 199 c
The statute requires jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Secti
40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for
biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a
jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion and
transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass
conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages the
amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-year.
Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly disposed,
and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE programs.

30~
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Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 29,066

29,049

(-17)
0

0
(-182)

0
(-14)

(-196)

(-54)

(-10)

8,513

8,253

37,579 25,580

0 0

(-182) 0
0 0

(-14) 0
(-196) 0

(-71) (-17)
(-10) 0

37,302 25,563

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals

Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous Waste

Normally Disposed

Corrected Totals

12,302

0

(-182)
0

(-14)

(-196)

(-54)
(-10)

12,042

37,882 17,766

0 0

(-182) 0

0 0

(-14) 0

(-196) 0

(-71) (-17)

(-10) 0

37,605 17,749

20,881 38,647

0

(-182)
0

(-14)
(-196)

(-54)
(-10)

0

(-182)
0

(-14)
(-196)

20,621 38,370

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected dversion :ratesl

54.0%
53.7%

FE

his NDFE addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The Element identifies nine nondisposal facilities that the City may use.

Staff recommends Approval of the City of Saratoga's Nondisposal facility Element.

•
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ATTACHMENTS:

1 :Resolution NO . 95-409 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Saratoga

2 :Resolution NO . 95-410 Approval of the NDFE for the City of Saratoga

Prepared by : Michelle Lawrence Phone :

	

255-2307

Prepared by : Becky Shumwav Phone :

	

255-2420

/Reviewed by : Michelle Lawrence Phone :

	

255-2307

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo Phone :

	

255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix .
.

Phone :

	

255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman:3 Phone :

	

255-2302

Legal Review :
L

Date/time : r -f

L(477Cft.35uu—
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ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Sunnyvale, Santa Clara County

STAFF COMMENTS:
The City of Sunnyvale's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 40 .0% and 50 .0% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes and correct for
hazardous wastes change these percentages to 39 .5% for 1995 and 49 .6% for the year
2000 . Even with the restricted wastes removed, the projected diversion rates are
sufficient to achieve the mandated goal for 1995 and substantially comply with the
year 2000.

Achieving these goals is accomplished through a variety of programs . Source
reduction programs within the City of Sunnyvale include : double-sided copying, use
of E-Mail, and use 'of ceramic coffee mugs . The City will expand the existing
residential curbside collection and place emphasis on commercial recycling because
it constitutes nearly 70% of the waste stream . The City will provide information
and technical support to businesses and institutions and structure collection rates
to encourage source reduction and recycling . The City will also require businesses

. employing more that 250 employees at a single site to pro-actively plan source
reduction and recycling activities . Composting programs include curbside collection
of yard waste, drop-off opportunities, and utilizing a centralized processing

~ci1ity.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Sunnyvale's SRRE and requests that the City
provide additional information to the Board at the time of their first Annual Report
regarding total revenue allocated to the programs and implementation details listed
under the "Area of Concern" section .of the Board Agenda Item.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE:

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed

	

' X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25 % or more X
2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

.cplanation of any "No" responses:

Adjusting for restricted wastes reduced the diversion projection to 49 .6% for the
year 2000.
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The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnagr
are listed in the following table.

Restricted Material . No documentation of diversion claims for 1,526 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have therefore subtracted these
tonnages from diversion, disposal and generation.

Normally Disposed : Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
therefore subtracted hazardous waste from disposal diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Area of Concern

The City's solid waste generation study indicates that wood may be used as boiler
fuel . Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation contained in AB
688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires jurisdictions meet the
appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106, 41781 .2 (g), and 41783 .1 to claim up
to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and
41783 for transformation ; a jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for
both biomass conversion and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming
diversion from biomass conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year
disposal tonnages the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility
in the base-year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and
properly disposed, and the jurisdiction must be implementing all feasible SRRE
programs.

Staff request that the City of Sunnyvale provide additional information at the time
of their first Annual Report to the Board regarding total revenues available to f
programs . A revised implementation schedule which includes milestone, start an
stop dates, responsible entity, and funding source information should be include

Sunnyvale Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div.

Original Claim 162,035 37,895

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous Waste
Household Hazardous Waste

(-347)
0

0
(-1,476)

0
(-50)

(-1,526)

0
(-150)

Corrected Totals 161,688 36,219

Gen . Dis.

199,930 124,711

0 0
(-1,476) 0

0 0
(-50) 0

(-1,526) 0

(-347) 0
(-150) 0

197,907 124,711

1995

Div.
83,141

0
(-1,476)

0
(-50)

(-1,526)

0
(-156)

81,459

2000

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

207,852 107,550 107,550 215,100

0 0 0 0
(-1,476) 0 (-1,476) (-1,476)

0 0 0 0
(-50) 0 (-50) (-50)

(-1,526) 0 (-1,526) (-1,526)

0 0 0 0
(-156) 0 (-163) (-163)

206,170 107,550 105,861 213,411

Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

401.0%

395%

. .. . . . . . . . . ..
50!0

49.6%0
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NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction _ X

The Element identifies nine nondisposal facilities that the City may use.
Staff recommends Approval of the City of Sunnyvale's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 :

	

Resolution #95-411 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Sunnyvale
2 :

	

Resolution #95-412 Approval of the NDFE for the City of Sunnyvale

epared by : Michelle Lawrence Phone : 255-2307

repared by : Becky Shumwav Phone : 255-2420

Reviewed by : Michelle Lawrence Phone : 255-2307

Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656Reviewed by :
33

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedmat > Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time :'~( ii/5

	

II '. ~(1/M(

*Pi s

is NDFE addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas:

•
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ITEM : Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for
the Unincorporated Areas of Santa Clara County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The County of Santa Clara's Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE)
projects diversion for 1995 at 25 .21 and 50 .9% for the year 2000 . Adjusting
for hazardous waste has little impact on these percentages, reducing the goal
for the year 2000 to 50 .7%.

The source reduction programs that the County is planning include : implementing
variable rate structure for residential garbage collection ; providing
information and assistance for waste audits for residents and large generators;
and supporting home composting through education and public information
activities . Continuing the residential curbside collection program through the
medium-term and the existing commercial and industrial programs will be the
focus of the recycling activities for the unincorporated area of the County.
Residents will be able to send their yard waste to a composting facility via
their curbside collection program and drop-off locations.

Staff recommends approval of the Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the
• Unincorporated Areas of Santa Clara County . In addition, staff recommends that

the County in their first Annual Report to the Board, address
whether the public education and information program will be changed during the
medium-term planning period as identified under the "Areas of Concern" section
in this agenda item.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

•
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in
tonnage are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of .

	

Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff
have therefore subtracted hazardous waste tonnages from base-year, 1995 and
2000 disposal, diversion and generation . See the table below for
recalculations.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS'criteria.

Areas of Concern:

The County is planning on using biomass conversion as a diversion activity in
the year 2000 . Legislation regarding biomass conversion and transformation
contained in AB 688 became effective January 1, 1995 . The statute requires
jurisdictions meet the appropriate conditions in PRC Sections 40106,
41781 .2 (g), and 41763 .1 to claim up to 10 of the 50% diversion goal for
biomass conversion, or PRC Sections 40201 and 41783 for transformation ; a
jurisdiction may not claim future diversion credit for both biomass conversion
and transformation . One of the conditions for claiming diversion from biomass
conversion is that the jurisdiction include in its base-year disposal tonnages
the amount of material disposed at the biomass conversion facility in the base-
year . Other conditions include : the resulting ash must be tested and properly
disposed, and the jurisdiction must be'd.mplementing all feasible SRRE programs

The Special Waste Component indicates that a program to divert sewage sludge
for co-composting (mixing of sludge with composted yard waste) may be utilized
as a contingency measure . If the jurisdiction plans to use sludge in diversion
programs, it shall follow the procedure as outlined in 14 CCR Section 18775 .2.

In their first Annual Report to the Board ; the County must clarify how the
countywide public education and information program will be implemented in the
medium-term planning period . If implemented, the County must identify and
describe the program . Items to be included in the description include City
versus County responsibilities for program tasks, revenue sources, and program
budget . In addition, the Master Schedule must be revised to reflect tasks,
revenue sources, program budget, responsibility, and implementation and
milestone program changes.

Unincorporated
Santa Clara

Base-Year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 111,804 8,201 120,005 94,363 31,800 126,163 64,654 67,067 131,7211
Changes to claimed
tonnages:

Hazardous Waste (-759) (-26) (-785) (-568) (-257) (-825) (-196) (-666) (-862)

Corrected Totals 111,045 8,175 119,220 93,795 31,543 125,338 64,458 66,401 130,859

Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

6 .8%
6.9%

25.2%

25 .2%
50 .9%
50.7%
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NDFE

This NDFE addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas:

NDFE Adequacy I Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The Element identifies nine facilities which may be used by the County .

	

Staff
recommends approval of the Nondisposal Facility Element for the unincorporated
area of the County of Santa Clara.

1 :Resolution NO.

2 :Resolution NO .

95-413 Approval of the SRRE for the Unincorporated County of
Santa Clara, Santa Clara County

95-414 Approval of the NDFE for the Unincorporated County of

•

Santa Clara, Santa'Clara County

Prepared by : Michelle Marlowe Lawrence Phone : 255-2307

Prepared by : Becky Shumwav Phone : 255-2420

Reviewed by : Dianne Ramie Phone : 255-2304

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Keker > Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time : '/%~f-/ Wit,
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ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element; and Nondisposal
Facility Element for the City of Fairfield, Solano County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Fairfield's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 at 32 .6% and 54 .8% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes and hazardous waste
change these percentages to 29 .0% for 1995 and 52 .7% for the year 2000 . Even with
the restricted wastes removed, the projected diversion rates are sufficient to
achieve the mandated diversions.

The City of Fairfield has selected a variety of programs to achieve the mandated
diversions . Source reduction programs within the City include : waste surveys,
drought-resistant landscape ordinance, school curriculum and student projects, yard
waste management education and demonstration site, awards for commercial and
industrial generators, participation in regional waste exchange, and technical
assistance to business . Recycling activities include : single- and multi-family
curbside collection, expansion of materials at drop-off centers and buy-back
centers, expansion of materials collected in single- and multi-family collection,
zoning and building codes modifications, expansion of City office recycling and
rocurement, upgrading, if necessary, the•Lentral Solano County Integrated Resource
covery Facility, and expansion of landfill salvaging and recycling . Composting
ograms include : Christmas tree mulching, wood mulch, yard waste drop-off and

processing, single family curbside collection, and pilot yard waste collection and
composting . Some of the education and public information programs the City will
implement include : annual media campaign, neighborhood block leader program,
distributing Resource Conservation Directory, and compost education and training.

Staff recommends approval for the City of Fairfield's SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria an CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

,2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

30q



Local Assistance and Planning Committee
April 20, 1995

Agenda Item 7/
	Page 2	 0

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff have
subtracted 28 tons of hazardous waste from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 7,810 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff have subtracted 7,810 tons from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern

Monitoring and evaluation of diversion programs - The City only selected comparing
diversion results at the end of each year as a monitoring method in the Recycling
Component and in the Composting Component . Staff recommends the City consider other
monitoring methods to evaluate the effectiveness of the programs.

Facility Capacity Component - The figures in Table VII-1 (Projected disposal
capacity requirements with current diversion) and VII-2 (Projected disposal capacity
requirements with projected diversion) are identical . The City staff confirmed that
the figures are for the disposal capacity ' under the SRRE programs . Staff recommer
the City revise Table VII-1 in the first Annual Report.

Contingency Funding - Although the City's cost estimates include 25% contingency
funding, staff recommends the City consider additional contingency funding sources
in case the actual cost exceeds the estimation.

Fairfield Base-Year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 123,912 10,637 134,549 104,216 50,380 154,596 79,912 96,711 176,623

Changes to claimed
tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-7,799) (-7,799) 0 (-7,799) (-7,799) 0 (-7,799) (-7,799)

Scrap metals 0 (-11) (-1 I) 0 (-II) (-11) 0 (-I I) (-II)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-7,810) (-7,810) 0 (-7,810) (-7,810) 0 (-7,810) (-7,810)

Hazardous waste (-28) (-28) (-28) (-28) (-28) (-28)

Corrected Totals 123,884 2,827 126,711 104,188 42,570 146,758 79,884 88,901 168,785

Claimed diversion rates 7 .9% 32.6% 54 .8%

Corrected diversion rates 2.2% 29.0% 52 .7%
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HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for
the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No f HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City has selected the following alternatives to implement : holding periodic
collection events, developing permanent drop off sites for recyclable HHW, and
promoting product substitution . As the education and public information activities,
the City will solicit to include a HHW component in environmental education curricula
in schools, provide demonstrations, oral presentations, and literature distribution,
notify the public about periodic collection events and the location of permanent drop-
off sites via printed materials, and include the information of HHW management in

hnical assistance programs to businesses'•and institutions.

f recommends approval for the City of Fairfield's HHWE.

NDFE

The element has identified four facilities that the City may use for their diversion
activities to meet the mandated diversion : Central Solano County Intermediate
Processing Facility, Central Solano County Integrated Material Recovery Facility,
Fairfield Compost Processing Facility, and Potrero Hills Composting Facility.

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for
the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Staff recommends approval for the City of Fairfield's NDFE

ATTACHMENTS:0 Resolution No . 95-337

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Fairfield
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and Planning Committee Agenda Item 7/

Page 4 •

2 :

	

Resolution No . 95-338 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Fairfield
3 :

	

Resolution No . 95-339 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Fairfield

Prepared by : Kaoru F .

	

Cruz Phone : 255-2660

Prepared by : Yasmin Satter Y5 Phone : 255-2421

Reviewed by : Dianne Rance Phone : 255-2304

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo (A C Phone : 255-2656

CReviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J .

	

Friedman Phone : 255-2302

•

'

Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 '/ $
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-337

•FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF FAIRFIELD, SOLANO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include' a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,

• recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, . THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Fairfield.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

• Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

	

_
RESOLUTION NO . 95-338

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT • .1110
FOR THE CITY OF FAIRFIELD, SOLANO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and locally
adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which identifies a
program for the safe collection, recycling, treatment, and disposal of
household hazardous waste for the city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section 18767
requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to adopting a
HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Fairfield drafted and adopted their final HHWE in
accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Fairfield submitted their final HHWE to the Board
for approval which was deemed complete on January 20, 1995, and the
Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the Element;
and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all of

	

1110the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the HHWE
substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and recommends its
approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Fairfield.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 95-339

WpOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR
THE CITY OF FAIRFIELD, SOLANO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and county
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which includes
a description of existing and new solid waste facilities, and the
expansion of existing solid waste facilities, which will be needed to
implement a jurisdiction's Source Reduction and Recycling Element
(SRRE), to enable it to meet the requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific locations
or general areas for new solid waste facilities that will be needed to
implement the SRRE; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all of
the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the-City of Fairfield . Pursuant to

i~ Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which maybe modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect
the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by
a jurisdiction .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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April 25, 1995

Agenda Item 72

ITEM :

	

Consideration of State Legislation

S V)*a.RY

This item presents analyses of three bills -- AB 1071 (Morrow),
SB 151 (Mountjoy), and SB 176 (Alquist) -- for the Board's
consideration . All three analyses have been requested by
Cal-EPA.

Also, a summary of state legislation with an impact on integrated
waste management will be available for the Board's information
closer to the Board meeting date.

PREVIOUS COMMITTEE ACTION

At the April 4, 1995 meeting of the Legislation and Public
Education Committee (LPEC), the members voted (3-0) to forward AB
1071 (Morrow) to the Board with a recommended position of
"Support if Amended", voted (3-0) to forward SB 151 (Mountjoy)
to the Board with a recommended position of "Neutral," and voted
(2-1) to forward SB 176 (Alquist) to the Board with a recommended
position of "Oppose ." SB 151 (Mountjoy) was originally heard by
the committee at its March 14, 1995 meeting and held in
committee, pending amendments to the bill that would clarify
whether it would have an impact on the CIWMB.

AB XX20 (Morrow), related to suspension of Orange County's
payment of the solid waste disposal fee, and SB 845 (Leonard),
related to permitting, inspection, and enforcement authority for
household hazardous waste facilities, were presented to the
Legislation and Public Education Committee this month for
informational purposes and not forwarded to the full Board.

OPTIONS FOR THE COMMITTEE

Board members may decide to:

1. Accept the Committee's recommendations.

2. Adopt new positions or take no positions.

3. Postpone taking a position on one or both bills until alater
date .
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Legislative Staff suggests that the Board adopt positions on AB
1071, SB 151, and SB 176.

ANALYSIS

Analyses have been prepared this month for the following bills:

n AB 1071 (Morrow) - Waste Tires : Cement Manufacturing Plant
Exempts a cement manufacturing plant from the requirement to
obtain a major waste tire facility permit as . long as the
owner or operator of the plant stores not more than a one-
month supply of waste tires at any time and is in compliance
with CIWMB regulations pertaining to waste tire storage and
disposal.

n SB 151 (Mountjoy) - Environmental Regulation : Tax Credits:
Environmental Expenses
Provides that any manufacturer which uses the latest
environmental technology equipment available to maintain air
quality, shall not be subject to any state or local
limitation on production that is based on environmental
quality, except as specified . Authorizes a tax credit of
10% of the amount paid for environmental quality expenses
under the Personal Income Tax Law and the Bank and
Corporation Tax Law.

n SB 176 (Alquist) - Prohibits state and local agencies from
providing information on household hazardous substances or
safer substitutes for household products containing
hazardous substances unless the information is based on
scientific testing as specified.

ATTACHMENTS

1.

	

Analyses of AB 1071 (Morrow), SB 151 (Mountjoy), and SB 176
(Alquist).

2.

	

Status Report of Priority Bills (to be available closer to
the Board meeting date).

APPROVALS

Prepared by : Pat Chartrand Phone : 255-2416

Reviewed by : Patty Zwarts Phone : 255-2203
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BILL ANALYSIS

Author Bill Number

California Integrated Waste Management Board Morrow AB 1071

Sponsor Related Bills Date Amended

Cement Manufacturers Association April 4. 1995

BILL SUMMARY

AB 1071 would exempt a cement manufacturing plant from the requirement to obtain a major
waste tire facility permit as long as the owner or operator of the plant stores not more than a
one-month supply of waste tires at any time and is in compliance with CIWMB regulations
pertaining to waste tire storage and disposal.

BACKGROUND

According to the sponsors of AB 1071, this bill is needed to address concerns about
disruptions in the "supply line" of waste tires delivered to cement kilns for use as a fuel
supplement. Potential disruptions could include labor disputes, road or bridge damage, and
the periodic shutdown of kilns for maintenance . The cement kiln operators would like to
maintain up to a 90-day reserve of waste tires in case suppliers can't deliver tires or the kilns
can't use them right away.

Three cement companies in California combusted approximately 5 .7 million tires in 1994.
According to the draft CIWMB Tire Recycling Program Annual Report for 1994 , the cement
manufacturing industry has shown the greatest increase in waste tire consumption since 1990,
and it demonstrates the greatest potential for continued growth in the future.

A January 1992 report by the CIWMB, Tires as a Fuel Supplement: A Feasibility Study,
concluded that under the right conditions, tires can be safely burned as a fuel supplement.
The combustion of tires in cement kilns reduces the use of coal . The result is that coal does
not have to be mined or transported and, if the emissions are equivalent, an overall
environmental benefit is realized because the tires are consumed in a manner that leaves no
residue. The CIWMB supported these findings and recommended that support be provided
for the use of tires as fuel in cement kilns.

Departments That May Be Affected

Committee Recommendation
*port if Amended

I ►

Committee Chair Date

	4-/3- qr
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EXISTING LAW

Provisions of existing law:

1.

	

Require the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) to issue waste
tire facility permits pursuant to regulations setting forth the procedures and
requirements necessary to obtain a waste tire facility permit.

2.

	

Define "waste tire facility" as a location, other than a solid waste facility that receives
for transfer or disposal less than 150 tires per day averaged on an annual basis, and
where, at any time, waste tires are stored, stockpiled, accumulated, or discarded.
"Waste tire facility" includes all of the following:

a. An "existing waste tire facility" - a waste tire facility which is receiving,
storing, or accumulating waste tires, or upon which waste tires are discarded,
on January 1, 1990.

b. A "major waste tire facility" - a waste tire facility where, at any time, 5,000 or
more waste tires are or will be stored, accumulated or discarded.

c. A "minor waste tire facility" - a waste tire facility where, at any time, 500 or
more, but less than 5,000, waste tires are or will be stored, stockpiled,
accumulated, or discarded.

Provisions of existing state regulations:

1.

	

Establish technical and operational standards for waste tire storage and disposal that
include fire prevention, facility access and security, and vector control measures.

2. Exclude waste tire facilities from the requirement to obtain a permit if the waste tires
are stored in an enclosed structure or are stored in fully enclosed movable containers
(i.e., truck trailers).

3.

	

State that a business shall not be deemed to be storing, stockpiling, accumulating or
discarding waste tires if ninety percent of all the waste tires received are not
maintained on the business premises for more than 150 days and at no time are there
5,000 or more waste tires maintained on the business premises.

ANALYSIS

AB 1071 would:

	

1 .

	

Exempt a cement manufacturing plant from the requirement to obtain a major waste
tire facility permit if the operator of the plant meets both of the following conditions:

a.

	

The owner or operator of the plant stores not more than a one-month supply of
waste tires at the site of the cement manufacturing plant at any one time. A

•



Bill Analysis - AB 1071
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one-month supply of waste tires is based on either of the following:

n The average monthly consumption of waste tires by the plant during the
previous year.

n The waste tire percentage of the total fuel supply allowed by the air
quality management district, multiplied by the average monthly
consumption of fuel for the previous year.

b .

	

The owner or operator of the plant is in compliance with any CIWMB
regulations pertaining to waste tire storage and disposal.

2.

	

Require the owner or operator of the plant to provide in writing specified identification
and certification information in order to apply for the exemption.

3.

	

Require the CIWMB, within 30 days from the date of receipt of the information
required in #2 above, to determine whether the owner or operator of a cement
manufacturing plant qualifies for the exemption, and to notify the owner or operator of
its determination in writing.

4.

	

Allow the CIWMB or the local enforcement agency to inspect a cement manufacturing
. plant that receives the exemption to determine compliance with the conditions #1(a)

and (b) above.

	

5 .

	

Require any owner or operator of a cement manufacturing plant who receives an
exemption to allow the CIWMB to enter the plant during normal working hours to
examine and copy records pertaining to the use and storage of waste tires, and to
conduct investigations pertaining to the use and storage of waste tires.

COMMENTS

As introduced, AB 1071 would have excluded from the definition of waste tire facility a
cement manufacturing plant where waste tires are stored on the premises for a period of three
months or less, for the production of tire-derived fuel.

Representatives of the Cement Manufacturers Association (sponsor) approached CIWMB
staff about AB 1071 and expressed a willingness to work with program staff on amendments
to address health and safety concerns.

The cement kiln operators who currently burn waste tires have applied for and received an
exclusion from waste tire facility permitting requirements by storing tires in trailers and in
some instances by storing less than 5,000 waste tires on the ground . In order to obtain the
exemption, these operators have had to file an application with the CIWMB and allow
inspections by CIWMB staff. This bill would allow them to store more tires and continue to
avoid waste tire facility permitting requirements.•
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CIWMB staff expressed concerns with the introduced version of AB 1071 . They cited a
provision of, the waste tire hauler law that specifies where tire haulers can legally take their
cargo, including a facility "which lawfully accepts waste tires for reuse or disposal ." If
cement kilns were excluded from the definition of "waste tire facility" as originally proposed
in AB 1071, the CIWMB would have had no authority to ensure that the operator was in
compliance with capacity limits and technical standards -- lawfully accepting waste tires for
reuse and disposal . Without some assurance, waste tire generators and haulers might have
been unwilling to use such a facility as a destination point for their waste tires.

Staffs proposed amendments, with minor changes and additions, were incorporated in AB
1071 with the April 4, 1995 amendments.

Outstanding Issue . New wording added by the April 4 amendments requires the CIWMB to
make a determination about whether the owner or operator of a cement manufacturing plant
qualifies for the exemption within 30 days from the date specified information is received by
the CIWMB (staffs proposed amendments had stated that a cement manufacturing plant
would be exempt as long as the owner or operator was in compliance with certain
requirements and received written notification of the exemption) . Staffs concern with this
new wording is the fact that 30 days would not be enough time to take a proposed exemption
to a Board committee and the full Board for a decision . Staff suggests that a 60 day
notification timeline would be more feasible.

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS

Page 3, line 21, strike "30" and insert "60"

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY

AB 1071 was introduced on February 23, 1995 and is set for a hearing before the Assembly
Natural Resources Committee on April 17, 1995.

Support: None on file.

Opposition: None on file.

FISCAL IMPACT

AB 1071 would impose minor, absorbable costs (less than $10,000) on the Tire Fund for staff
preparation of proposed exemption agenda items for Board committee and monthly Board
meetings.

Analyst : Pat Chartrand 255-2416

•
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BILL ANALYSIS

Author Bill Number

California Integrated Waste Management Board Mountjoy & Peace SB 151

Sponsor Related Bills Date Amended

San Gabriel Valley Economic Council AB 177 (Mountjoy) March 21 . 1995

BILL SUMMARY

SB 151 would provide that any manufacturer which uses the latest environmental technology
equipment available to maintain air quality, shall not be subject to any state or local limitation
on production that is based on environmental quality, except as specified . The bill would also
authorize a tax credit of 10% of the amount paid for environmental quality expenses under the
Personal Income Tax Law and the Bank and Corporation Tax Law.

BACKGROUND

SB 151 was presented to the Legislation and Public Education Committee on March 14, 1995.
The committee decided to hold the bill pending 1) amendments that would clarify whether the
bill would impact local land use decisions and solid waste facility permit limitations on
production (i .e . disposal) and 2) consideration of whether the tax credit for the use of the
latest environmental technology would hinder the development and use of even more
sophisticated and advanced environmental technologies than what is currently available.

Assembly Bill 177, a measure identical to his bill, was introduced in the Assembly by Senator
Mountjoy before he took his seat in the Senate.

EXISTING LAW

State Law:

The solid waste management permit process requires that prior to commencing operations at a
solid waste landfill, an operator must have complied with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), obtained a land use permit from the local government, and obtained a
solid waste facilities permit . Land use permits typically establish terms and conditions on the
use of the land, which can include limitations on the amount of solid waste that may be
accepted for handling or disposal, for the purpose of, among other things, maintaining
environmental quality and protecting the public health and safety.

Departments That May Be Affected

California Air Resources Control Board

r
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After a land use permit has been obtained, a solid waste facilities permit may be issued by the
local government solid waste enforcement agency if the terms and conditions of the permit are
consistent with the land use permit and state minimum standards governing the operation and
design of the facility . Solid waste facility permits typically establish disposal limitations,
closure dates, traffic, noise, and odor mitigation requirements, and other parameters.

Federal Law:

Federal Subtitle D regulations, which have been adopted under the Resource Recovery and
Conservation Act (RCRA), set forth comprehensive standards for the design and operation of
solid waste facilities and have been established to provide the highest level of protection for
the public health and safety and the environment . All new landfills sited or expanded on or
after October 9, 1993 are required to comply with the Subtitle D regulations.

ANALYSIS

SB 151 would:

1)

	

Enact the California Environmental Enhancement Act.

2)

	

Provide that any manufacturer who uses the latest proven technological equipment
available to maintain air quality is not subject to any state or local limitation on
product production on account of air emissions.

3)

	

Define "proven technological equipment" as equipment tried and .tested in industry
production conditions and conforming to the Best Available Control Technology
(BACT) Standard Requirements from the State Air Resources Control Board.

4)

	

Provide that the exclusion from state and local limitations on product production does
not include state and local regulations that apply to wastewater treatment, sewage
treatment, landfill tonnage, land use, traffic control, and transportation.

5) Authorize a 10% credit for "environmental quality expenses", as defined, against the
net tax due under the Personal Income Tax Law and the Bank and Corporation Tax
Law.

6)

	

Define "environmental quality expenses" as any expenses related to:

a) "Soil or groundwater remedial technologies or treatment of hazardous wastes",
which would be defined as soil vapor extraction, bioventing, pump and treat
activated carbon, pump and treat air stripping, pump and treat advanced
oxidation, pump and treat-biological filter and insitu groundwater treatment-air
sparging.

b) "Compliance with air quality standards", which would be defined as conformity

•
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by nonresidential buildings with requirements for air quality permits for
equipment that will be operated at the sites of those buildings.

c)

	

"Engineering assessments", which would be defined as those services provided
by consultants contracted by the business that include definition of the
environmental problem, identification of potential solutions to that problem,
evaluation of those potential solutions, assistance in the development of cleanup
levels, selection of the "best" solution, implementation of that solution.
measurement of the effectiveness of that solution, and interfacing with
regulators and legal counsel.

7)

	

Require the current local or regional governing regulatory agency or agencies having
jurisdiction in the area in which environmental quality expenses are incurred to certify
that expenses qualify as environmental quality expenses, and provide specified
information to the Franchise Tax Board related to taxpayer identification.

8)

	

Require the taxpayer or partnership that incurs environmental quality expenses to
provide documents necessary for the local or regional regulatory agency or agencies to
determine whether the environmental quality expenses qualify for the tax credit and
other specified taxpayer information.

COMMENTS

	

1)

	

The introduced version of SB 151 that was presented to LPEC in March did not
clearly define the terms "manufacturer" and "production", as used in the provision that
would preclude restrictions on production by state and local laws related to
environmental quality when the latest environmental technologies were used.
Accordingly, it was unclear what impact this bill could have had on solid waste
facilities . For instance, a broad interpretation could have been made that solid waste
facilities, especially landfills that are using the latest environmental technologies under
Subtitle D, would be exempt from any state or local limitations on production
(disposal) imposed on . these facilities under either a land use permit or a solid waste
facilities permit.

Based on this concern, and an additional concern that the bill could reduce incentives
to develop and use environmental technologies that exceed what is currently available,
the LPEC held SB 151 in committee and directed staff to monitor the bill for
clarifying amendments that would resolve these issues.

The March 21, 1995 amendments appear to address the concerns of the LPEC by I)
specifically stating that the bill would not preclude state or local regulations that apply
to wastewater treatment, sewage treatment, landfill tonnage, land use, traffic control.
and transportation, and 2) the bill would clarify that latest "proven technological

.

	

equipment" means equipment tried and tested under industry production conditions and
conforming to the Best Available Control Technology (BACT) Standard Requirements
from the State Air Resources Board . This definition would presumably establish a
standard for, and a means by which, the latest proven environmental technologies can
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be measured and identified, and reflect the most recent proven technologies as they
become available.

2)

	

Since solid waste facilities in general, and solid waste landfills more specifically, are
required by the law to meet state minimum standards and Subtitle D regulations related
to operation and design, the 10% tax credit that would be provided by this bill would
not appear to provide an incentive for the purchase and use of environmental
technologies, but may reduce the costs, or increase the profit margin, of a landfill
operator.

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY

SB 151 was introduced on January 26, 1995 and failed passage (4-5) in the Senate Natural
Resources and Wildlife Committee on March 28, 1995 . However, reconsideration was
granted (no date set).

Support :

	

California Chamber of Commerce
San Gabriel Valley Economic Council
San Gabriel Valley Water Association
Industrial Asphalt
Industry Manufacturers Council
San Jose Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce
B .I .G. Enterprises
Independent Business Coalition Against Workers Compensation Fraud
San Gabriel Water Association
Hargis and Associates
Waymire Drum Company, Inc.
Dowty Aerospace
Tosco Refining Company

Oppose :

	

Citizens for a Better Environment
Coalition for Clean Air
Sierra Club
Service Employees International Union, Local 660, Los Angeles
Silicon Valley Toxics Coalition
Planning and Conservation League

FISCAL IMPACT

SB 151 would not have a fiscal impact on the California Integrated Waste Management
Board.

Analyst : Ross Warren 255-2415



LEGISLATION AND PUBLIC
EDUCATION COMMITTEE

	

BILL ANALYSIS

.

California Integrated Waste Management Board

Author

Alquist

Bill Number

SB 176

Sponsor
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March 28, 1995

BILL SUMMARY

SB 176 would prohibit state and local agencies from providing information on household
hazardous substances or safer substitutes for household products containing hazardous
substances unless the information is based on scientific testing as specified.

BACKGROUND

SB 176 is sponsored by the Chemical Specialties Manufacturers Association (CSMA), which
represents manufacturers of household products containing hazardous substances . CSMA is
concerned that substitute products may be ineffective . Proponents believe that it is essential,
for the sake of public health and safety, that government documents upon which consumers
rely in making their product use and purchasing decisions are competent and reliable, and
based on information which has been tested or evaluated through objective and accepted
means. For instance, home remedy substitutes for commercial disinfectants may lack
disinfectant properties.

In November 1988, California voters passed Proposition 105 which, among other provisions,
required household products containing hazardous substances to be labeled with information
concerning proper disposal . CSMA successfully challenged the proposition in court and the
proposition was invalidated on the basis that it violated the single subject requirement.

The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 requires the California Integrated
Waste Management Board (CIWMB) and the Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC) to develop and implement a program to provide public information on the proper
disposal of hazardous substances found in the home . Additionally, the law provides that the
program may include information on safer substitutes for products that contain hazardous

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board
Department of Toxic Substances Control
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substances . The CIWMB and the DTSC have produced and distributed educational materials
regarding household hazardous waste, pollution prevention, and environmental education.
Many publications are designed specifically for use in schools as teaching tools, while others
are distributed to the general public . These publications include The No Waste Anthology,
The Hazardous House computer game, The Hazardous House Workbook, Hazardous
Household Products, Tools for the Environmental Teacher and Kids Save the Earth.

Manufacturers of household products have particularly objected to the content in a consumer
information booklet jointly published by the CIWMB and the DTSC, Hazardous Household
Products: A Guide to the Disposal of Hazardous Household Products and the Use of Non-
Hazardous Alternatives . On September 12, 1991, the Clorox Company sent a letter objecting
to this publication to Dr. Molly Coye, then Director of the Department of Health Services
(which, at that time, included the Toxic Substances Control Program, now DTSC) . Since
then, DTSC, CIWMB and Cal/EPA have been involved in continuous correspondence,
meetings and discussions with the Clorox Company and CSMA regarding over the content of
this publication . Distribution of the publication was discontinued soon after the initial
complaint from Clorox . The publication has been significantly revised in an attempt to
address the concerns raised.

All household hazardous waste publications are on hold until resolution of the content of
Hazardous Household Products : A Guide to the Disposal of Hazardous Household Products
and the Use of Non-Hazardous Alternatives is reached. The backlog of orders for this
document exceeds 25,000 . Many local government agencies are waiting for the publication
and have indicated that they would pay for the printing of this document.

EXISTING LAW

The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 requires the CIWMB, in
consultation with the DTSC, to develop and implement a household hazardous substance
information program to provide uniform and consistent information on the proper disposal of
hazardous substances found in and around homes. The program may include information on
the proper use and storage of products that contain hazardous substances and on safer
substitutes for products that contain hazardous substances.

ANALYSIS

SB 176 would:

1)

	

Prohibit the CIWMB and the DTSC, as well as all other State and local agencies, from
distributing educational materials on household hazardous substances or safe substitutes
for household products containing hazardous substances unless such information is
based on competent and reliable information.

2)

	

Require the CIWMB to take under consideration and advise State and local agencies
regarding the potential of proposed substitutes to be accidentally ingested or to pose

40
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other hazards to human health and safety.

3)

	

Define "competent and reliable formation" as information "based upon test, analysis.
research, study, or other evidence conducted and evaluated in a [sic] objective manner
by persons qualified to do so, using procedures generally accepted in the scientific
community to yield accurate and reliable results ."

COMMENTS

CIWMB and DISC staff have raised concerns that CSMA may not be objecting specifically
to the content in Hazardous Household Products : A Guide to the Disposal of Hazardous
Household Products and the Use of Non-Hazardous Alternatives, but to the existence of any
publication that might suggest alternative household products to minimize the production of
household hazardous waste and would thus reduce the demand for the products manufactured
by companies represented by CSMA.

According to the author's office, the purpose of SB 176 is to ensure that California consumers
receive accurate product information. Proponents believe that if the State or any local agency
is advocating "safer substitutes" to stringently tested and registered over-the-counter products,
then those alternatives should be adequately tested for safeness and appropriateness of
suggested use . They hold that consumers attribute a greater degree of reliability to
government publications and information on the purchase and use of consumer products and
"safe substitutes ." Therefore, consumer purchasing decisions should be based on information
that has been tested or evaluated through objective and accepted means.

The intent of SB 176 is to require that information provided by State and local agencies be
"competent and reliable ." The "competent and reliable" standard is based upon the Federal
Trade Commission (FTC) standard for environmental marketing claims . The bill would apply
the FTC standard to government agencies presenting alternative product recommendations.
Proponents maintain that alternative product recommendations disseminated by government
agencies should be subject to the equivalent FTC standard under which industry is held
accountable in marketing consumer products.

However, opponents to SB 176 believe that this legislation attempts to define the term
"competent and reliable information" based upon scientific procedures and tests, rather than
"time tested remedies ." Opponents believe that SB 176 would severely restrict the ability of
State and local agencies to distribute information regarding the hazards of potentially
dangerous chemicals and would prohibit the distribution of information that identifies safer
substitutes for these materials . They maintain that local government agencies have been
providing this information to consumers for years and that this bill would restrict the right of
consumers to choose what products to use, based upon information provided by local
governments.

Further, opponents believe that discouraging State and local agencies from promoting "safe
substitutes" is a disservice to those who are trying to protect the environment from the
overuse or misuse of hazardous materials . Providing safer substitutes for hazardous waste is
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one means of keeping household hazardous waste from entering the waste stream . Opponents
are concerned that household hazardous waste may be improperly disposed into drains and/or
waste bins.

The enactment of SB 176 could have the following repercussions to the CIWMB and the
DTSC :

1)

	

Limit the local jurisdictions in their implementation of their Household Hazardous
Waste Element (HHWE) programs . Cities and counties could be limited to only
advertising when and where their coordinated collection events take place . Because of
the limitations implied within the bill, public education could be severely curtailed on
the hazards of household hazardous waste (HHW) and about the less caustic,
flammable, toxic, and irritant alternatives to common HHW materials . Many local
jurisdictions do not have the resources (time, money or facilities) to have each product
containing HHW sold in California tested, analyzed, and researched . An alternative
would be to place this requirement on the industry/distributor of the commodity for
sale in California (similar to pesticide registration).

2)

	

Costly Reevaluation and Suspension of Household Hazardous Waste Collection
Programs. All State and local government agencies would be required to review
information provided to the public on household hazardous substances and proper
disposal of such substances to ensure the information is based on scientific research.

3)

	

Elimination of Educational Programs . If the State or local agencies were unable to do
the required testing, SB 176 would eliminate the distribution of information on
alternatives or substitutes for household products . For instance, it would prohibit State
and local government agencies from advising the public that vinegar is an acceptable
substitute for ammonia-based glass cleaners or that table salt and a lemon wedge are
an acceptable substitute for commercially-produced copper cleaners . Or, SB 176
would prohibit advice that a plunger, snake, or boiling water can be used as an
alternative to a commercially-produced drain opener. This bill could virtually end
many environmental education programs that depend on familiar household examples
to teach children what steps they can take to begin to help save the earth from
environmental degradation.

4)

	

Reverses the Burden of Proof SB 176 would require CIWMB and DTSC to prove
that a product such as vinegar when used to clean windows is nonhazardous, while
many commercial glass cleaners contain hazardous materials. This is the opposite of
the regulatory approach normally taken for such products . For example, the Federal
Food & Drug Administration (FDA) has a Generally Recognized As Safe (GRAS) list
that includes items such as aspirin -- so that companies do not have to devote time and
money to proving something safe when it is already generally recognized as such.

5) Definition Makes the State's Role Unclear While the statute defines "competent and
reliable information," there is no definition for "persons qualified . . . ." Would CSMA
consider waste specialists and chemists employed by the State of California as
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"qualified persons" to evaluate the information? Or, must the State contract for these
services from private companies that test household products?

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY

The bill was introduced on January 31, 1995 and referred to the Senate Committee on
Governmental Organization . A hearing on SB 176 was scheduled for April 4, 1995 . The
author put the bill over to the next committee hearing on April 18, 1995 at 9 :30 a.m.

Support :

	

Chemical Specialties Manufacturers Association (CSMA) (sponsor)
San Francisco Bay Area Regional Poison Control Center
California Chamber of Commerce
Scott's Liquid Gold, Inc.
California Grocers Association
Amway Corporation
Purex Industrial
Grocery Manufacturers of America (GMA)
The Clorox Company
Sprayon Products
L&F Products
Procter & Gamble
Soluol Chemical Co ., Inc.
Dow Brands
Bonide Products Inc.
Kiwi Brands Inc.
Diversified CPC International, Inc.
Soap & Detergent Association
Steel Recycling Institute
California Retailers Association
Ecolab
Farnam Companies, Inc.
Willert Home Products
Virbac, Inc.
Plastron
S. C. Johnson Wax, Inc.

Oppose :

	

League of California Cities
California Association of Counties
California Association of Sanitation Agencies
Greenfield Environmental
Norcal Waste Systems
Californians Against Waste
Environmental Hazards Management Institute
Washington Toxics Coalition
Community Environmental Council (Santa Barbara)
Glendale-La Crescenta Advocates (La Crescenta)
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Oppose

	

Nevada County Hazardous Waste Task Force
(Cont.) :

	

Union Sanitary District (Fremont)
Marin County (Waste Management)
Santa Clara County (Department of Environmental Health)
Stanislaus County (Department of Environmental Resources)
City of Vacaville
Mendocino Solid Waste Management Authority

FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT

CIWMB staff estimates half year costs of $135,000 for FY 95-96 and full year costs of
$270,000 for FY 96-97 from the Integrated Waste Management Account to implement the
provisions of SB 176 . This amount includes hiring an Associate Waste Management
Specialist at a cost of $70,000 ($35,000 half year costs) to do the required analysis, research
and study and $200,000 ($100,000 half year costs) to contract for the testing of information
provided to the public on household hazardous substances and their disposal.

Since CIWMB and DTSC are not required to produce educational materials on safer
substitutes to household products containing hazardous materials, this program would likely be
canceled. Efforts would be directed to focus educational activities on the proper disposal of
hazardous substances found in and around the home.

Local governments would need to review information provided to the public on household
hazardous waste and substitutes to ensure such information is science based . They could also
experience some increased costs for solid waste load-checking programs and increased
volumes at household hazardous waste collection facilities to handle the increased volume of
household hazardous waste which would likely result from cutback of educational programs.

Analyst : Barbara Peavy 255-2666

S2



•

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 74

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL OF THE MEMORANDUM OF
UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES
CONTROL AND CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT
BOARD FOR THE DISPOSAL OF HAZARDOUS ASBESTOS CONTAINING
WASTE AT NON-CLASS 1 SOLID WASTE FACILITIES AND
DISPOSAL SITES

COMMITTEE ACTION:

At the time this item went to print, the Permitting and
Enforcement Committee had not taken action on the item.

I. SUMMARY

Assembly Bill 688 was approved by the Governor and became law in
January, 1995 . This bill requires the California Integrated
Waste Management Board (Board) and the Department of Toxic
Substances Control (Department) to enter into a memorandum of
understanding (MOU) that defines the enforcement duties of each
agency for asbestos containing waste (ACW) at all non-class I
solid waste facilities and disposal sites on or before March 1,
1995, or on the earliest feasible date thereafter.

II. PREVIOUS BOARD ACTION

In April, 1994, the Board directed staff to obtain authority to
regulate ACW and to pursue a full permitting, inspection and
enforcement program for ACW at non-class I facilities without
funding or PY's from the Department.

III. OPTIONS FOR THE COMMITTEE

Committee members may decide to:

1 .

	

Approve the attached MOU.

•

	

2 . Modify the attached MOU.

3 .

	

Not approve the attached MOU .
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the Committee approve the attached MOU.

V. ANALYSIS

Barkgrnund

Waste which contains greater than one percent asbestos and which
is in a friable, finely divided, or powdered state, is considered
to be hazardous waste (California Code of Regulations (CCR),
Title 22, Section 66261 .24) . A "friable" waste is one which can
be reduced to a powder or dust under hand pressure when dry . The
Health and Safety Code (H&SC), § 25143 .7 allows ACW to be
disposed of at any landfill which has waste discharge
requirements issued by the Regional Water Quality Control Board
and is handled and disposed of in accordance with Toxic Substance
Control Act and all applicable laws and regulations.

Assembly Bill 688 (Public Resources Code (PRC), § 44820) requires
the Board to adopt, by regulation, a permitting, inspection, and
enforcement program for the disposal of ACW, as defined, at any
non-class I solid waste facility or disposal site . AB 688 allows
delegation of authority for the regulation of ACW to local
enforcement agencies and requires the Board to perform the
following:

• Adopt by regulation a permitting, inspection, and
enforcement program for the disposal of ACW;

• Enter into an MOU that defines the enforcement
responsibilities with the Department ; and

• Adopt emergency regulations for ACW disposal at non-Class
I solid waste facilities or disposal sites.

Key Issues

Interim Regulatory Referral Policy

Board staff currently refer all suspected illegal ACW
activity or potential violations at non-class I facilities
and disposal sites to the Department and will continue this
referral policy until regulations are approved that make the
Board responsible for ACW regulation . Enforcement actions

•
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may continue to be forwarded to the Department when
appropriate.

Proposed ACW Regulations

Proposed ACW regulations for non-class I solid waste
facilities and disposal sites were approved by the Board in
May, 1993 for adoption into Title 22 . These proposed
regulations were developed in a collaborative effort between
Board and Department staff to provide proposed minimum
standards and management practices for handling and disposal
of ACW at non-class I landfills . These regulations were not
adopted by the Department.

During recent MOU negotiations, Department staff
communicated to Board staff that additional ACW regulations
were not necessary for Title 22 and that the 1993 proposed
regulations may be excessive . Department staff recommended
that Board staff review and re-write the 1993 proposed
regulations for adoption into Title 14, and they agreed to
review and comment on revised Board draft regulations.

Permitting and Enforcement Division staff are developing new
proposed ACW regulations for Title 14 as required by
statute . The Department has provided Board staff with
comments on initial draft 1995 proposed regulations for 14
CCR.

Inspection Training and Equipment

The Department has and will continue to provide training and
equipment to Board enforcement staff . Minimum training
shall include the following topics:

• health and safety,
• hazardous waste manifest,
• sample collection, handling, and chain of custody

procedures, and
• ACW inspections.

To date, the Department has provided the Board with
respiratory protection training and 25 respirators . In

•
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addition, Board and Department Enforcement staff have
commenced team inspections of non-class I facilities which
accept ACW . The team inspections will conclude in June,
1995 . The Department will also provide a 2 hour class on
hazardous waste manifests and ACW sample collection and
handling procedures on June 1, 1995.

Inspection' and Enforcement

Upon the adoption of regulations making the Board
responsible for ACW disposal at non-class I solid waste
facilities and disposal sites, the Board will be responsible
to inspect facilities which accept ACW and issue inspection
reports . If documented violations are not corrected in a
timely manner, follow-up warning letters will be issued to
obtain compliance with any violations.

The Board does not have the authority to impose
administrative civil penalties for violations at solid waste
facilities and disposal sites at this time . Until such time
as the Board has enforcement tools which are equivalent to
the Department's administrative enforcement options, Board
staff will refer cases to'the Department that cannot be
resolved through the Board's inspection process . The
referral of cases to the Department for enforcement follow-
up will provide uniform regulation of all facilities which
accept ACW in the State, until such time that the Board has
administrative civil liability (ACL) authority.

Laboratory Services

The Department has agreed to provide laboratory analysis for
20 ACW samples collected by Board staff for evidence
collection when a violation is suspected . Board staff has
developed a contract proposal for a continuous fund for
laboratory analysis.

Involvement of Local Enforcement Agencies (LEA)

All proposed programs include possible transfer of authority
to the LEA . Prior to transfer of authority, appropriate
training and oversight must be provided .

•
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. Fiscal Tmpants

Impacts to the Board

The Board did not receive funding in AB 688 for assuming the
responsibility for regulation of ACW at non-class I
facilities and disposal sites . The Department still has the
authority to collect fees for the transportation,
permitting, inspection, enforcement and disposal of ACW at
non-class I facilities and disposal sites . In 1994, the
Board directed staff to seek the authority to assume this
responsibility with the knowledge that there would be no
transfer of funds or PY's from the Department . The Board's
Permitting and Enforcement Division will be responsible for
developing and adopting ACW regulations into 14 CCR, and for
developing and implementing a permitting, inspection and
enforcement program.

VI. ATTACHMENTS

• Proposed 1995 Memorandum of Understanding

VII. APPROVALS

Prepared By :

	

i•

	

~ .

	

Phone :	 	 23 .73-

Reviewed By :

	

,

	

Phone:

Legal Review : (6nyrL..t ..'	 Date/Time : !f~	
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
BETWEEN

DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL
AND

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
FOR THE DISPOSAL OF HAZARDOUS ASBESTOS

CONTAINING WASTES AT NON-CLASS I
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES AND DISPOSAL SITES

The California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) and the Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC) enter into this agreement to more efficiently regulate the disposal of hazardous asbestos containing
waste (ACW) at non-Class I solid waste facilities and disposal sites . CIWMB and DTSC agree to the
following:

Background

Asbestos containing waste is considered a hazardous waste if it is in a friable, finely divided, or powdered state,
and the waste contains more than 1 percent asbestos . . Friable means that the material can be reduced to a
powder or dust under hand pressure when dry . Section 25143 .7 of the Health and Safety Code allows the
disposal of waste containing asbestos at any landfill which has waste discharge requirements issued by the
Regional Water Quality Control Board that allow the disposal of such wastes, provided that the wastes are
handled and disposed of in accordance with the Toxic Substances Control Act (P .L. 94-469) and all other
applicable laws and regulations.

Duration of MOU

The terms of this agreement shall begin upon approval by both parties and end on December 31, 1998.

Responsibilities of . Agencies

1.

	

DTSC shall continue to regulate the disposal of ACW at Class I hazardous waste facilities and disposal
sites according to section 25143 .7 of the Health and Safety Code, and all applicable regulations.

Prior to disposal at non-Class I solid waste facilities and disposal sites, DTSC shall continue to
regulate the transportation, handling, storage and treatment of ACW.

DTSC shall regulate non-Class I solid waste facilities and disposal sites that receive ACW under
existing inspection schedules until regulations are approved that make the CIWMB responsible for such
disposal.

2.

	

DISC shall provide training in asbestos sample collection and documentation, hazardous waste
manifesting and enforcement for the CIWMB during FY 94/95 or FY 95/96.

3.

	

CIWMB field staff shall participate in team inspections with DTSC field staff at non-Class I facilities
and disposal sites receiving ACW . Team inspections shall conclude by June 30, 1995.

•

	

4 .

	

DISC shall assist CIWMB in the promulgation of ACW regulations into CCR, Title 14 for non-Class I
solid waste facilities and disposal sites .



5. DTSC shall provide laboratory asbestos sampling analysis for twenty (20) samples taken by CIWMB
enforcement staff.

6. Upon the adoption of regulations that make the CIWMB responsible for such disposal, the CIWMB
shall regulate disposal of ACW at non-Class I solid waste facilities and disposal sites . The CIWMB
shall take enforcement for violations concerning the handling and disposal of ACW by conducting
inspections and issuing inspection reports and warning letters . If compliance is not achieved, the case
may be referred to DTSC . Currently, the Board does not have authority to impose administrative
penalties on solid waste facilities and disposal sites . If in the future the CIWMB obtains this authority,
the CIWMB may take this type of enforcement action when appropriate at non-Class I solid waste
facilities and disposal sites.

Civil penalties recovered pursuant to Health and Safety Code Chapter 6 .5 shall be distributed according
to the requirements of law . Civil penalties recovered as a result of actions initiated by the CIWMB
pursuant to Division 30 of the Public Resources Code shall be distributed pursuant to statute.

Communication

Communication between the parties regarding this agreement should be directed to the following individuals:

Douglas Okumura, Deputy Director

	

Paula Rasmussen, Chief
Permitting and Enforcement Division

	

State Regulatory Program Division
California Integrated Waste Management Board

	

Department of Toxic Substances Control
8800 Cal Center Drive

	

400 P Street
Sacramento, CA 95826

	

Sacramento, CA 95814

Termination of MOU

This agreement may be terminated by of either party with thirty (30) days written notice . This agreement may
be amended by mutual written consent .

Date :
Jesse Huff, Director
Department of Toxic Substance Control

Date :
Ralph E . Chandler, Executive Officer
California Integrated Waste Management Board
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ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for Bel-Art Waste
Transfer Station, Los Angeles County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

At the time this item went to print, the Permitting and
Enforcement Committee had not taken action on the item.

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name : Bel-Art Transfer Station
Facility No . 19-AK-0001

•

Facility Type :

	

Existing Large Volume Transfer Station

2501 E . 68th Street,
Long Beach, California

The total area of this transfer station is
1 .3 acres.

The facility is located in an area zoned
General Manufacturing . The facility is
surrounded by a combination of industrial,
commercial, residential, and institutional
uses.

Permitted
Daily Capacity :

	

A maximum of 1,500 tons per operating day.

Operational
Status :

	

Active, permitted.

Waste Type :

	

Nonhazardous . municipal ; consisting of
commercial (about 90%), residential (7°%), and
industrial, construction & demolition wastes
'(3k).

Volumetric
Capacity :

	

Design capacity is maximum of 1,500 tons per
day.

Owner/Operator :

	

Mr . Bob Babajian, President
Bel-Art Transfer Station

Location:

410 Area:

Setting :

40
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LEA :

	

Mr . Donald D . Cillay, Manager
City of Long Beach Health and Human Services,
Bureau of Environmental Health

Proposed Project

The proposed permit is to allow for the following:

1. The immediate increase in waste transfer and processing
hours from the currently stated of 5 :00 a .m . - 6 :00 p .m .,
six days a week, to 24 hours per day, Monday through
Saturday.

2. The immediate expansion of the station acreage from 1 .3 to
3 .2 acres to accommodate a future 39,000 square feet
Material Recovery Facility (MRF), which will be used to sort
commingled recyclables and select loads of mixed commercial
solid waste.

SUMMARY:

Project Description

	

Access to the Transfer Station is from East
68th Street .

	

Primary routes of delivery to the Station are the
91 Freeway and Paramount Boulevard.

The size of the proposed expanded operations of the Bel-Art
Transfer Station will comprise of a total 3 .2 acres . The
facility will comprise of the existing 18,000 square feet
transfer station building, a proposed 39,000 square feet MRF
building, existing equipment repair shop and office buildings,

	

a
wash area, truck scale and .scalehouse structures, restroom
facilities, and parking areas.

Refuse delivered to the facility is primarily generated in cities
within a 15 mile radius . These service areas include but are not
limited to the cities of Long Beach, Torrance, Signal Hill, Seal
Beach, Bell, Bellflower, Lakewood, Cerritos, Hawaiian Gardens,
Los Alamitos, Stanton, Westminister, Carson, Rancho Palos Verdes,
Rolling Hills Estates, Palos Verdes Estates, Rolling Hills, Los
Angeles, and parts of the unincorporated area of Los Angeles
County . The average daily throughput at the transfer station in

Site History The Bel-Art Large Volume Transfer Station started
operation in 1973 . The transfer station was initially permitted
by the City of Long Beach Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), to
receive and process solid wastes, on October 31, 1978 . In 1989,
the Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) was modified to establish
the maximum daily capacity of 1,500 tons per day.

At
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1993 was approximately 370 tons per day, based on 312 operating
days in the year . It is stated in the Report of Station
Information (RSI) that the quantity is expected to increase to
about 748 tons per day over the next five years, as a result of
new contracts and the addition of recycling capabilities.

Typical procedures for waste receipt, processing, and/or
transferring to be carried out at the Bel-Art Transfer Station
are described as follows : Mixed Residential Wastes - Vehicles
delivering these types of wastes are weighed at the scalehouse as
they enter the facility and the weights are recorded . The
vehicles are then directed into the transfer building where they
unload the refuse . At the tipping floor, some salvaging of
recyclable materials , especially of the bulky items, is
conducted before the waste is loaded onto transfer trailers for
shipment to disposal.

Commercial Wastes - Vehicles delivering commercial wastes are
also weighed at the scalehouse before they proceed to the
transfer building to unload . At the tipping floor, some
materials, such as cardboard, scrap metals, and green wastes are
hand sorted. The residual waste is pushed by loaders onto
transfer trailers that are positioned in the load out port below

• grade.

In the future, loads rich in recyclables will enter the southwest
gate, weigh-in on the scales and unload inside the MRF building.
Bulky items will be removed on the floor and the remaining
materials will be pushed by rubber-tired loaders onto the feed
conveyor leading to the sorting lines . Materials will be
manually sorted (and some possible mechanical sorting) on an
elevated sorting platform . Materials will be dropped from the
sorting line through chutes to bunkers below . After sufficient
quantities have accumulated, a loader will push the materials
onto an adjacent baler conveyor . The residual waste will be
conveyed to the transfer building for load out to disposal.

Wood and Green Wastes and Commingled Recyclables - Wood and green
wastes that are salvaged or received as source-separated loads
are stored in front of the transfer building, near the transfer
ramp until sufficient quantities have accumulated to fill a
truck . Then the material is top-loaded into roll-off boxes '
stationed next to the transfer ramp or transfer trucks positioned
down in the transfer tunnel . The load is transported to
processors who prepare the material to be used for boiler fuel,
mulch or compost feedstock.

The proposed MRF will receive and process commingled curbside
• recyclables from neighboring cities . Curbside trucks will enter

the facility through the southwest entrance and weigh-in at the

44.
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scales . After weighing, trucks will proceed to the MRF building
and unload their contents at the west end of the building . The
material will then be pushed onto the in-feed conveyor for the
sorting system and processed in the manner described in the
handling of the commercial wastes portion above.

Construction and Demolition Debris (C&D) - Relatively clean loads
of C&D debris wastes are tipped at the south area of the facility
property . Workers sort the C&D into piles of dirt, concrete, and
asphalt . At present, the practice is to haul the dirt to the
Nu-Way Industries, Inc . Landfill, or to Puente Hills'Landfill for
use as cover material . The concrete and asphalt portion is
loaded in roll-offs and hauled to recyclers . A small residue
from this aspect of the operation is loaded onto the transfer
trucks for disposal.

The hours of operation for waste transfer and processing are
proposed to be expanded to 24 hours per day, six days a week
(Monday - Saturday) . It is stated in the RSI that wastes will be
received between 5 :00 a .m . and 6 :00 p .m . but that these hours do
not constitute specific limits for waste receipt.

Environmental Controls The operator of the Bel-Art Transfer
Station proposes to implement several control measures for
potential environmental impacts from the operations of the
facility . The proposed measures are aimed at controlling
nuisance, dust, vectors, wastewater, litter, noise, odors and
traffic.

It is proposed that operating practices, such as daily cleaning,
prompt removal of wastes, and construction of perimeter fencing
will be implemented to ensure that the facility operations do not
pose nuisance to the surrounding community . Complaints received
will be reported to the LEA within 24 hours.

Dust generated during the unloading and handling of wastes will
be controlled by a variety of procedural and operational methods.
The most basic control method used will be to restrict waste
unloading, sorting, and processing to the transfer station and
MRF building enclosures . In the transfer station building, dust
generated from the unloading and transfer activities will be
controlled by use of special hoses with adjustable nozzles . Four
hoses have been installed, at various corners of the building,
for dust control misting in surrounding areas of the floor and
load-out port . Dust generation in the . MRF building, where mostly
source-separated commingled recyclables will be received, is
expected to be minimal . However, if dust should become a problem
in the area, control systems similar to those in the transfer
building will be used . Additionally, all tipping floor areas
will be swept on a .regular basis using an automatic sweeper to

•
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remove dust and litter . Employees will be trained to identify
dusty loads and how to use the dust suppression systems . Dust
masks will be worn by employees sorting and processing waste
materials.

For control of rodents and insects, non-salvageable wastes will
be transferred into trailers shortly after the waste has been
received at the tipping area and no waste will be stored in
excess of 48 hours . A pest control company will inspect the
facility twice per month to set and inspect rodent traps.

A couple of measures are employed for the control of wastewater.
generated at the facility . All runoff from paved areas and
enclosures are diverted into storm drains .. Waste is stored under
roofed areas and is protected from rain . The minimal amount of
washdown water from the transfer station and the transfer ramp
are collected in two drains, which are connected to sanitary
sewer by underground pipes . The MRF building will likewise have
floor drains to collect washdown water and discharge system to
sanitary sewer.

There is an established program for litter control at the Bel-Art
Transfer Station . The program includes tarping requirements,
containment of litter, facility clean-up, and monitoring and
record keeping . The facility and surrounding areas will be
cleaned on a daily basis . Areas that will be cleaned according
to the program include the tipping areas, driveways, internal
roads, and the immediate perimeter of the facility.

Regarding noise control, it is stated in the RSI that the
facility is located in an industrial zone and has operated there
for 20 years without any complaints from neighboring businesses.
It is further stated that the nearest restrictive zone is located
667 feet from the facility . To control noise, it is proposed
that a majority of the operations will be conducted under roof,
including tipping loads, loading materials into transfer
trailers, and sorting materials . On-site vehicles, such as
forklifts, loaders, and equipment (conveyors, balers) are
properly muffled.

Odor is controlled by the practices of waste removal on the basis
of first-in, first-out and adherence to the State regulation of
waste removal within 48 hours of its delivery to the facility.
The facility is also cleaned on a regular basis, which would add
to the effectiveness of the odor control measures.

The type of traffic that is handled at the station is comprised
of refuse collection trucks, transfer trucks, trucks that deliver
commingled recyclable material, trucks picking up processed .
recyclables, public vehicles, and employee vehicles . All

•
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adjacent streets and on-site facility trafficways are capable of
supporting truck traffic . On-site traffic will be controlled by
requiring a speed limit of 5 miles per hour, directing of traffic
by scale and traffic attendants, and by an established traffic
flow pattern . As the tonnage increases, it is stated in the RSI,
that the existing 25-foot scale may be replaced by a 70-foot
scale, and/or a second 70-foot scale may be installed next to the
existing one to enhance traffic circulation . There is queuing
space for six vehicles leading up to the transfer station and
another four leading up to the MRF . Another important factor
regarding traffic control at the facility is that the facility is
located near the end of a dead-end street and virtually all
traffic on the street is associated with the Bel-Art Transfer
Station operation.

Resource Recovery Program The operations of the transfer station
call for the recovery of materials, such as cardboard, scrap
metals, green wastes, construction and demolition debris (soil,
asphalt and concrete), wooden furniture, and white goods . With
the future addition of the MRF, the resource recovery rate at the
facility is expected to increase to 12-15% of the daily waste
receipt . Additional information on resource recovery is provided
in Attachment 6 of the agenda item.

ANALYSIS:

Reouirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to PRC Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar
days to concur in or object to the issuance of a solid waste
facilities permit . Since the permit was received on March 27,
1995, the last day the Board could act is May 26, 1995.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and
have found that the permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence, provided that correction of the one
outstanding violation of the State Minimum Standards, as
discussed in the Conformance with State Minimum Standards portion
of the agenda item below, is achieved by April 20, 1995 . In
making this determination the following items were considered:

1 .

	

Consistency with General Plan

The LEA has determined that the facility is consistent with
the City of Long Beach General Plan and the land uses
adjacent to and near the site are compatible with the
operation of the transfer station . The determination was

96



Bel-Art Transfer Station

	

Agenda Item No . R5
Page 7 of 10

	

April 25, 1995

based upon the findings of the Planning Commission of the
City of Long Beach by Resolution No . R-1095, on March 9,
1995 . Board staff agree with said finding.

2.

	

Conformance with County Plan

The LEA has found that the Bel-Art Transfer Station is in
conformance with the Los Angeles County Solid Waste
Management Plan . The findings were approved by the
Los Angeles County Solid Waste Management Committee,
Integrated Waste Management Task Force on January 17, 1995.

3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Reouirements

Staff of the Board's Diversion,-Planning, and Local
Assistance Division make an assessment, pursuant to .PRC
44009, to determine if the record contains substantial
evidence that the proposed project would impair the
achievement of waste diversion goals . Based on available
information relative to the diversion program, staff have
determined that the issuance of the proposed permit does not
prevent nor substantially impair the service area
jurisdiction's achievement of AB 939 goals . The analysis
used in making this determination is included as Attachment -
6.

4.

	

California Environmental Oualitv Act

State law requires the preparation, circulation and
adoption/ certification of an environmental document and
adoption of a mitigation reporting or monitoring program
(MRMP).

The City of Long Beach Planning Commission (City), acting as
Lead Agency prepared an Environmental Impact Report (EIR),
E-16-77, and a Subsequent Environmental Impact Report
(SEIR), E-28-82, for the Long Beach General Plan which
included the proposed project . Additionally, after
consultation with Board staff, the Lead Agency, on February
10, 1995, prepared an Addendum to the SEIR which further
clarified the issues specifically related to the Bel-Art
Transfer Station (Transfer Station) and defined specific
mitigation measures for the for the Transfer Station . As
required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
the EIRs and the Addendum identified the proposed project's
potential significant environmental impacts and provided
mitigation measures, when feasible, that would reduce those
impacts to less than significant levels . Board staff did
not review the EIRs, but did, however, review the Addendum
and the MRMP for the proposed project . Board staff did not

alb
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submit comments on the EIRs nor the Addendum . Notice of
Determination for the EIRs was filed by the Lead Agency on
April 28, 1983, for the SEIR.

After reviewing the Addendum and MRMP for the proposed .
project, Board staff have determined that the CEQA documents
are adequate for the Board's evaluation of the proposed
project for those project activities which are within this
Agency's expertise and/or powers or which are required to be
carried out or approved by the Board.

5 .

	

Conformance with State Minimum Standards

The LEA has determined that the facility's proposed design
are in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid
Waste Handling and Processing based on a review of the
submitted Report of Site Information .

	

The LEA has also
'certified in the proposed permit that the operations of the
transfer station are in compliance with the State Minimum
Standards, except for one violation that was identified by
staff of the Board's Enforcement Branch during the facility
inspection on January 23, 1995 . The LEA's certification of
facility in compliance with the State Standards is
contingent upon the operator making correction of the
violation by April 20, 1995.

Staff of the Board's Enforcement Branch conducted a pre-
permit inspection at the facility on January 23, 1995 and
observed the following violations of the State Minimum
Standards:

14 CCR 17494 - Lighting
14 CCR 17513

	

- Solid Waste Removal
14 CCR 17533

	

- Vector and Bird Control
14 CCR 17556

	

- General Maintenance
14 CCR 17557 - Station Maintenance

The Enforcement Branch staff have since been working with
the LEA to achieve compliance of these violations . By a
memorandum, dated March 28, 1995, the Enforcement Branch
staff have reported that all but one of the five violations
have been corrected . The Enforcement Branch staff report is
provided as Attachment 4, in this agenda item.

From the Enforcement Branch staffs' report, the one
outstanding violation relates to the Standard of Station
Maintenance, 14 CCR, 17557 . This is where the staff
observed a crack in the concrete of the lipped edge of the
transfer station pit . The staff deemed the crack a
potential hazard to station users and station personnel .

•

q7



Bel-Art Transfer Station

	

Agenda Item No . ^5

0
Page 9 of 10

	

April 25, 1995

The Enforcement Branch staff further state in their report
that the owner and operator of Bel-Art Transfer Station, Mr.
Bob Babajian has agreed to repair the damaged lipped edge of
the transfer pit by April 20, 1995 . Mr Babajian has
submitted a letter, dated March 23, 1995, to the Board's
Enforcement Branch Office at Redlands, stating that he is
committed to the completion of the repair of the cracked
lipped edge of the transfer pit by Thursday, April 20, 1995.
Mr . Babajian's letter is provided as Attachment 5, .in this
agenda item.

The Enforcement Branch report discusses additional
assurances for the planned repair that the staff have
received from Mr . David Langer of K & G Clements
Environmental Services, Inc ., the consultant for Bel-Art
Transfer Station . Mr . Langer has provided assurances that a
Registered Structural Engineer will evaluate the cracked
transfer pit structure before and after the repairs have
been made . Subsequently, the Engineer will submit written
documentation to the LEA and the Board, as to the soundness
and safety of the structure . The written document is to
have the Engineer's Registration Seal, Number, and Date of
Expiration, as proof of their professional certification.

•

	

Upon completion of the repairs and receipt of the Engineer's
certification of structural soundness of the lipped edge of
the transfer pit, the Enforcement Branch staff report that
they will be in a position to deem all violations corrected.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit has been
proposed, the Board must either concur with or object to the
proposed permit as submitted by the LEA . Staff recommend
that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 95-327, concurring
in the issuance of Solid Waste Facility Permit No . 19-AK-
0001, provided that correction of the outstanding violation
of the State Minimum Standards is achieved by April 20,
1995.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Site Map
3. Permit No . 19-AK-0001
4. Enforcement Branch Staff Report
5. Owner/Operator Letter
6. AB 2296 Findings
7. Permit Decision No . 95-327

9t



Bel-Art Transfer Station

	

Agenda Item No . RS
Page 10 of 10

	

April 25, 1995

'
yy~

Reviewed By : S .

	

r i ton/Do DO Jr.

Approved By : Douq Okumura

Legal Review :

	

/ /ys
I

Prepared By : Tadssf e G .	 IYP'i417/1r	 Phone : 255-2364

Phone : 255-2453

Phone : 255-2431

Phone : 255-2188

q9



rnNUUDI •

FOSTER RD

CCMPTON LAWNOALE
COMPTON

192N0

MANHATTAN BEACH
.I .nn .TT .N .V	 'VOULo

ancn
HERMOSA BEACH

190TH 5-
TORRANCE

HERUOSA AV,C_

U BL
u

	

I

	

1ODCENTRALIAI

N•nROR OR .s
Rn .n90 sin d ..cn	

REDONDO BEACH
CAN .NO REAL CARSON

SERy LV . I C

	

_ n
229

	

2

a`

	

-

	

` tOMITA `>

	

PALOS VERDES ESTATES' PA OS

	

II

▪ HARBOR
_(crTV

ROILING HI
L,a: ;,ESTATES LE d .K'L. id.

C0 8IC\90`5 O
R

	

tr

	

RO

	

\ .CUR
~JJJ

; 213 .1

ROLL
▪

ING HILLS

RANCHO
PALOS

VERDES'

LONG
BEACH:

Lcng darn .\/rm "
VAnn. Svcmm NAPLES

SEAL
BEACH

.Cando :+.nn. :,

	 LOCATION:NAP

BELART WASTE TRANSFER STATION

1 1



176/£'L /170 Pas naa ATTACHMENT 2

1
ER

g

—yJ
7C' TRUCK SCALE

u

m

La
m



ATTACHMENT 3
Page 1 of 10

S 0 L I D

	

W A S T E
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P E R M I T Facility/Permit Number : 19-Ak-001

.lime and Street Address
of Facility :

3 . Name & Mailing Address
of Operator :

4 . Name & Mailing Address
of Owner:

Bob Babajian
Bel-Art Environmental Services
2501 East 68th Street
Long Beach, CA 90805

Bel-Art Waste Transfer Station
2501 E . 68th Street
Long Beach,

	

California 90805

Bob Babajian
2501 East 68th St.
Long Beach, CA 90805

5 .

	

Specifications:
a .

	

Permitted Operations:
[

	

] Composting Facility (mixed wastes)

	

. [

	

] Processing

[

	

] .Composting Facility (yard waste)

	

[X] Transfer

[

	

] Landfill Disposal Site

	

(

	

] Transformation

[

	

] Material Recovery Facility

	

[

	

] Other :

Facility
Station

Facility

b . Permitted Hours of Operation :

	

Monday through Saturday :

	

24 hours/day

c . Permitted Tons per Operating Day :
Total :

	

1 .500

	

Tons/Day

Non-Hazardous - General	
Non-Hazardous - Sludge 	
Non-Hazardous - Separated or commingled recyclable
Non-Hazardous - Other (see Section 14 of Permit) 	

. . . . . . . . . . . . .

1,100

	

Tons/Day
NA

	

Tons/Day
300

	

Tons/Day
100

	

Tons/Day

Designated (see Section 14 of Permit) 	 NA

	

Tons/Day

Hazardous (see Section 14 of Permit) 	 NA

	

Tons/Day

d .

	

Permitted Traffic Volume :

	

Total :

	

470

	

Vehicles/Day

• Incoming waste materials	 370

	

Vehicles/Day

Outgoing waste materials

	

(for disposal)	 80

	

Vehicles/Day
outgoing materials from material recovery operations 	 20

	

Vehicles/Day

e . Key Design Parameters
(Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIWMB validations):

Permitted Area (in acres)
Design Capacity
Max .

	

Elevation (Ft .

	

MSL)

Estimated h ClosureGDate

Total Disposal Transfer MRF Composting Transformation

3 .2

	

a NA

	

a 2 .37

	

a 0 .83

	

a NA

	

a NA

	

a

)))/))/)))) NA

	

ft \\\\\\\\\\
/

/////////
/\
\\\\\\\\\\
/((\/\\\///((()/\/))))\////)\\

//////////////\\

	

\\\ //\\\\ \\\\\ ft>>//)))))))_ NA

	

\\\\//\\/\/\\/\.,))/\)))/
\\

This permit is granted solely to the operator named above, and is not transferable .

	

Upon a

change of operator,

	

this permit

	

is no longer valid .

	

Further,

	

upon a significant change in

design or operation from that described herein,

	

this permit is subject to revocation or

suspension .

	

The attached permit findings and conditions are integral parts of this permit
and supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste facility permits.

6 .

	

Approval : 7 . Local Enforcement Agency Name and Address:

Long Beach Dept . of Health & Human Services
2525 Grand Avenue
Long Beach, California 90815

Approving Officer Signature
Name	 Donald D . Cillay

Title : Manager, Bureau of Environmental Health

8 .

	

Received by CIWMB : 9 .

	

CIWMB Concurrence Date:
MAR 2 7 1995

1Permit Review Due Date : 11 .

	

Permit Issued Date :
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Facility/Permit Number : 19-Ak-001

12. LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF FACILITY (Refer to Site Location Map, Figure 1, in the updated 1994
Report of Station Information [RSI].

The site is located at 2501 East 68th Street, Long Beach, California 90805 . The site is
located approximately 650 feet west of Paramount Boulevard, about 240 feet east of the
Union Pacific Railroad, about 660 feet north of 67th Street, and about 720 feet south of
E . Thompson . The site is bounded on the west by Bel-Art Recycling, on the South by 68th
Street, on the east by Industrial Shipping, and on the north by a Southern California
Edison easement.

The legal description for the site is California Cooperative Colony Track No . 30356,
Map Book 21, pages 15 and 16, Lot 11 and Part of Lot 10 . .

13. FINDINGS:
a. Bel-Art Waste Transfer Station is consistent with the Los Angeles County Solid Waste

Management Plan (CoSWMP) as determined by the Finding of Conformance dated
November 17, 1994, and a December 27, 1994 letter from the Los Angeles County Solid
Waste Management Committee/Integrated Waste Management Task Force and signed by
David Smith, Supervising Civil Engineer III of the Los Angeles County, Department of
Public Works, Waste Management Division . [Public Resource Code (PRC),
Section 50000(a)(1)].

There is a projected diversion rate of approximately 12-15 percent incoming waste at
the facility . The estimated daily range in tons received by the facility and the
destination of the recovered items are described in detail on the 1994 updated Report
of Station Information (RSA.

b. This Permit is consistent with the standards adopted by the California Integrated
Waste Management Board (CIWMB) . [PRC, Section 44010] . 4111

c. The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum
Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal, except for one violation . This
determination was based on a physical pre-permit inspection conducted on January 23,
1995, by the CIWMB Enforcement Branch and by a follow-up inspection conducted by the
LEA on March 3, 1995 . Violation 14 CCR 17557 regarding Station Maintenance was not
corrected . The facility operator, Mr . Babajian, stated in his March 23, 1995,
letter that he will have repair work completed by April 20, 1995 . Approval of this
SWFP Revision is contingent upon satisfactory correction of the above violation by
completing the repair work by the specified date of April 20, 1995.

d. This facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards as determined by the
City of Long Beach Fire Department, 925 Harbor Plaza, Suite 100, Long Beach,
California 90802 . [PRC, Section 44151] . The facility was last inspected by the
Long Beach Fire Department on April 14, 1994.

e. Bel-Art Waste Transfer Station is consistent with the City of Long Beach General
Plan provided that 2501 E . 68th Street remains as the facility's business address.
This determination is stated in a letter dated November 24, 1994, and signed by Jack
Humphrey, Advance Planning Officer, Long Beach Department of Planning and Building.
The facility is located in an area zoned General Manufacturing (MG) . The facility
General Plan designation is 9L Light Industry, which allows solid waste storage,
transferring, processing and conversion facilities . The Land uses which are
authorized adjacent to, or near the facility are compatible with the establishment
or expansion of the transferring and processing facility . This determination was
made by the Planning Commission of the City of Long Beach by resolution No . R-1095
on March 9, 1995 . [PRC, Section 50000 .5(a)(b)].

w
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Facility/Permit Number : 19-Ak-001

1111
PROHIBITIONS:

The permittee is prohibited from accepting any of the following wastes:

* liquid waste sludge

* non-hazardous waste requiring special handling

* designated waste (as defined in Chapter 6 .1, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code)

* hazardous waste (as defined in Chapter 6 .1, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code)

* medical waste (as defined in Chapter 6 .1, Division 20 of the Health and Safety Code)

* radioactive waste

* dead animals

* sewage sludge - septic tank pumping

* food processing wastes - cannery waste

* hot ashes

* materials other than group III solid waste consisting of residential, commercial,
industrial refuse and demolition waste.

The permittee is additionally prohibited from the following actions:

* Scavenging.
(Scavenging is not permitted, but salvaging is permitted when conducted by the
facility authorized personnel and conducted in the assigned area within the facility
permitted boundaries as described in the 1994 updated/amended RSI).

* Burning waste.

* Discharging waste and/or wastewater into the storm drain.

* Not taking all necessary precautions to avoid unexpected incidents involving waste
and/or wastewater leaving the facility site.

* Not keeping within the facility permitted boundaries all the functions related to
the solid waste facility . Solid waste facility related functions are items such as
storage area for records keeping and maintenance, storage area for facility
maintenance equipment, area for maintenance of the facility maintenance and operating
equipment, drinking water, sanitary facilities, materials recovery recovery facility
and any other function that is an integral part of the solid waste facility design
and/or operations.

* Allowing any waste deposited at the site to remain on site over 48 hours .
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P E R M I T Facility/Permit Number : 19-Ak-001

	

I
15 . THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS ALSO DESCRIBE AND/OR RESTRI T THE OPERATION OF THIS FACILITY:

Date : Date:

[X] Report of Station
Information

	

(RSI)

[X] Planning Commission
Resolution

[X] Air Pollution Permit and
Variances

[X] Long Beach General Plan
Land Use Amendments
EIR No .

	

E-28-82

[X] Addenda to 1983
EIR No .

	

E-28-82

[X]

	

Initial Study
Included in the Addenda

[X] Industrial Wastewater
12/23/94

	

Discharge Permit No . 3369 10/25/1974

05/04/1994
[X] Notice of Intent

03/09/1995

	

WDID ID . # Cal 4B19SO10993

[X] Injury & Illness Prevention
03/23/1994

	

Program 01/1993

[

	

] General

	

Industrial
03/23/1983

	

Stormwater Permit

to Operate

ID # Cal 000115825

10/18/199402/16/1995

	

[X] AQMD/Permit

03/23/199402/16/1995

	

[X] EPA

[X] Other (list) :

	

Business License, Fire Department Permit to Operate,

	

and Annual Health
Permit.

16 . SELF-MONITORING:

a . Results of all self-monitoring programs as described in the Report of Station
Information

	

(RSI), will be reported as follows:

Program Reporting Frequency Agency Reported to:

Load Check Program results:
The quantities and types of
prohibited wastes found in the
waste loads and the disposition L . B . Dept . of Health & Human Services
of prohibited materials . Monthly (LEA)

All Incidents of Unlawful
Disposal of Prohibited
Materials and the Operator's
Actions Taken Immediately LEA

Notification of all complaints
Regarding the Facility and the
Operator s Actions to Resolve
the Complaints Within 24 Hours LEA
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P E R M I T Facility/Permit Number : 19-Ak-001

SELF-MONITORING : (continuation)

Program Reporting Frequency Agency Reported to:

The types and Quantities of
Waste Received Each Day,
Including Separated or
Commingled Recyclables .

Annually or by
Request

Monthly

Within 24 Hours

Immediately
Upon Receipt

Within 24 Hours

Annually

Monthly

Annually

Annual

Annual

Annual

LEA or Any Enforcement Agency
Personnel

LEA

LEA

LEA

LEA

LEA

City of Long Beach
Integrated Waste Management Program

LEA

LEA

LEA

LEA

The Number of Vehicles Using the
Facility Daily and Weekly.
Transfer and

	

Collection
Vehicles Must be Totaled
Separately

Reports of All Special/Unusual
Occurrences and the Operator's
Actions in Response

Record of Receipt of a Notice of
Violation from any Regulatory
Agency

'ieceipt of a Notification of
Complaint Against the Facility
Received by other Agency

The Quantities of Waste
Transferred Each Day to Each of
the Disposal Sites Indicated on
Transfer Station Monthly Waste
Disposal Monitoring Form

Radioactive Material Check
Geiger counter re-calibration

Scales Calibration

Drainage Permit Compliance

Monthly Percentage Rate of the
Diversion of Total Incoming
Waste
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i Program Reporting Frequency Agency Reported to:

Vector Control
Proof of an Established Ongoing
Vector Control Program Monthly LEA

Copies of all permits and/or Every Four Years LEA
licenses and/or variances that or LEA or any Enforcement Agency
the facility needs to operated by request Personnel

Records of the Facility
Personnel Training -- Safety - Annual LEA
Load Checking - Hazardous Waste or LEA or Any Enforcement Agency
all other Pertinent training by request Personnel

Waste Received - Tons/year Annual LEA

17 . LEA CONDITIONS:

A. REQUIREMENTS:

1. The Bel-Art Waste Transfer Station (facility), located at 2501 E . 68th Street, is 4lli
a solid waste facility (SWF) permitted by solid waste facility permit (SWFP)
No . 19-AK-001 and must be in compliance with all the State Minimum Standards for
solid waste handling and disposal . MRF and transfer station activities must be
confined to the facility's permitted boundaries as delineated on Figure 3, Solid
Waste Transfer & Material Recovery Facility, in the updated 1994 RSI . The
boundaries shown on Figure 3 represent the entire permitted facility ; all features
within those boundaries are covered by the SWFP.

2. Mr . Bob Babajian, the person named in this SWFP No . 19-AK-001 as the operator for
the Bel-Art Waste Transfer Station shall comply with all the federal, state and
local requirements and enactments including all mitigation measures given in any
certified environmental document filed pursuant to the Public Resource Code (PRC),
Section 21081 .6.

The operator for the facility must be in possession of the following : 1) a Fire
Permit issued by the City of Long Beach Fire Department ; 2) a Health Permit issued
by the City of Long Beach Department of Health and Human Services ; 3) a Business
license issued by the City of Long Beach ; 4) a Rainwater Diversion issued by the
City of Long Beach ; 5) an Industrial Waste Discharge Permit issued by County
Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County ; and 6) a California Environmental
Protection Protection Agency EPA Identification Number (EPA ID No . CAL 000115825)
issued by the California Environmental Agency (Cal-EPA) Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC) . The documents mentioned in this paragraph and any other
required permit or variance or license must have the same name for the operator of
the facility and the same address for the facility that are written in
SWFP No . 19-AK-001.

:SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

16 . SELF-MONITORING: (continuation)
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4111 . . LEA CONDITIONS : (continuation)

A . REQUIREMENTS : (continuation)

3. The operator shall comply with all notices and orders issued by any responsible
agency designated by the LEA to monitor the mitigation measures contained in any
of .the documents referenced within this permit pursuant to the PRC, Section 21081 .6

4. Additional information concerning the design and operation of the facility shall
be furnished on request of the LEA's personnel.

5 The operator for Bel-Art Waste Transfer Station shall maintain a copy of this
Permit at the facility so as to be available at all times to facility personnel,
to LEA personnel, and to CIWMB personnel.

6. The operator of the facility shall install and maintain signs at the entrance
indicating the name and address of the facility as written in this SWFP
No . 19-AK-001, schedule of charges, hours of operation, and a listing of the
wastes that either WILL be accepted, or WILL NOT be accepted.

7. The facility operator must file with the LEA a Report of Station Information (RSI).
The RSI must be kept up-to-date at all times . Any amendment to the RSI must be
previously authorized by the LEA.

8. No significant change in the design or operation of the . facility from that
described in the updated 1994 RSI will be allowed without a revision of this
permit.

In no case shall the operator undertake any changes unless the operator submits to
the LEA a notice of said changes at least 150 days before they are undertaken in
order to permit the LEA to determine the significance of the changes . Any change
regarding the information given on page one of this permit cannot be done without a
prior revision of this permit.

9. No polluted surface waters shall leave the facility site except as permitted by a
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit issued in accordance
with the Federal Clean Water Act and the California Water Code.

No discharge of waste and/or wastewater into the storm drain shall take place
except as permitted by a NPDES permit issued specifically for the facility
permitted by the SWFP No . 19-AK-001 and which named, address, and operator's name
appears in this document.

10. The operator shall install and maintain an operational, calibrated geiger counter
at the scales to detect radioactive materials on site at all times that materials
are being received .

1g
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17 . LEA CONDITIONS (continuation)

B . PROVISIONS:

1 . Operational controls shall be established to preclude the receipt and disposal of
the materials listed as prohibited in Section 14 of this permit . Operational
controls must be described in detail on the 1994 updated/amended RSI . Operational
controls shall include but are not limited to-the following:

a. During the hours of operation for all transfer activities, an attendant(s) shall
be present at all times to supervise the loading and unloading of the waste
materials.

b. The operator shall comply with the approved Waste Load Checking Program as
described below and which must also be described in the 1994 updated RSI . Any
changes to this program must be approved by the LEA prior to implementation.
The following conditions must be included but are not all inclusive:

(1) Daily waste load checking program consisting of at least one random load
check.

(2) The number of incoming waste loads to be inspected each day is
determined by the LEA . The LEA reserves the right to increase the required
number of incoming waste load inspections.

(3) The loads selected for inspection shall be unloaded in an area apart from
the active working floor . The refuse shall be spread out and visually
inspected for evidence of prohibited wastes . Any hazardous materials thus
found shall be set aside in a secure area to await proper disposition
following notification of the producer (if known) and the appropriate
governmental agencies.

All hazardous and medical wastes found in incoming loads of the permitted
solid waste shall be removed from the premises by a hazardous waste hauler
registered with the State of California Department of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSC).

(4) The working floor shall be under continual visual inspection by station
personnel.

(5) Facility personnel conducting the waste load checking program shall be
trained for said activities . The training must include recognition of
hazardous waste, the proper method of containment and the reporting
requirements of the program.

Facility personnel are to be trained on an annual basis and the training
must be updated as needed . New employees are to be trained prior to
assignment to the load checking activity. The training programs must be
approved by the LEA .

•
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Facility/Permit Number : 19-Ak-001

411i
.
LEA CONDITIONS (continuation)

B . PROVISIONS (continuation)

(6) Incidents of unlawful disposal of prohibited materials shall be reported to
the LEA immediately . The LEA may order the operator to remove, at the
operator's cost, any materials received in violation of this permit.
Immediate notification must be made to:

(a) Long Beach Fire Prevention Bureau (310) 570-2500

(b) Long Beach Department of Health and Human Services, Bureau of.
Environmental Health, Hazardous Materials Division (310) 570-4131

2. The operator shall not allow wastes to remain in the facility for more than
48 hours or less than 48 hours when such wastes create an odor problem, vector
problem, health problem, safety problem, or nuisance problem . The LEA reserves the
right to suspend waste receiving operations when deemed necessary due to emergency,
the creation of a potential health hazard or public nuisance.

Waste that is waiting to be processed in any way, or waiting to be delivered for
disposal or other disposition, and is placed inside of : roll-off bins, roll-off
trucks, packer vehicles, transfer trailers, or other refuse trucks or containers;
is waste that may be allowed to remain 48 hours after delivery to the facility
only if this waste is placed within the facility permitted boundaries.

3. Storage of recovered waste materials shall be within the facility permitted

11110

	

boundaries and must be executed in the manner described in the 1994
updated/amended RSI and approved by the LEA.

4. The operator shall maintain a log of special/unusual occurrences on facility
premises . This log shall include but is not limited to : fires, injuries and
property damages (regarding any person and property - not limited to facility
personnel and property)), explosions, discharge and disposition of any unpermitted
wastes . Log entries shall be made within 24 hours of the precipitation of the
subject occurrence . This log must be maintained at the facility and must be
available for inspection at all times to facility personnel and to any regulatory
agency which has jurisdiction at Bel-Art Waste Transfer Station.

5. This Permit is subject to review at least once every five years and may be
suspended, revoked or modified at any time for sufficient cause.

6. The LEA reserves the right to suspend or modify waste receiving operations when
deemed necessary due to an emergency, a potential health hazard or the creation of
a public nuisance.

7. The operator shall comply with the requirements of all applicable laws pertaining
to employee health and safety ; the operator is to be in the possession and to have
in active implementation a written Safety Plan which must be available for review
and approval by the LEA, and/or any other regulatory agency with jurisdiction over
the facility and must be readily available to the facility personnel.

i
.
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7 . LEA CONDITIONS (continuation)

4111B. PROVISIONS (continuation)

The facility operator shall comply with the Station Health and Safety requirements
which include but are not limited to : adequate sanitary facilities, safe and
adequate drinking water, adequate communication equipment, adequate and accessible
fire'fighting'equipment, and . appropriate personal protection equipment for all the
station personnel.

The facility must be operated in a manner that minimizes contact between users and
solid waste . All necessary precautions must be taken to adequately protect the
public and the facility personnel.

8 . Station Control Measures established by the operator must be described in the RSI
and must be approved by the LEA . The Station Control Measures shall include but
are not limited to : nuisance control, vector and bird control, litter control,
noise control, odor control, traffic control, dust control as described in the
1994 RSI, and drainage control (if the station has received permits for discharge
of drainage or cleanup water into local sewers, copy of the permit or variance or
letter of approval from the California Regional Water Quality Control Board must be
included as part of the Station Control Measures described in the RSI).

Any complaints about the facility received by its operator shall be forwarded to
the LEA within one working day.

C. SPECIFICATIONS .(continued from page 1 of 10)

1. The operator shall notify the LEA, in writing, of any proposed-changes in the 4111routine facility operation or changes in facility design during the planning
stages . In no case shall the operator undertake any changes unless the operator
first submits to the LEA a notice of said changes at least 150 days before said
changes are undertaken . Any significant change as determined by the LEA would
require a revision of this permit.

2. This permit is not transferable ; a change of operator will require a new permit.

3. This facility has a maximum permitted capacity of 1,500 tons of non-hazardous solid
waste per operating day and shall not receive more than this amount of solid waste
without a revision of this permit.

4. The operator shall maintain, at the facility, accurate daily records of weight
and/or volume of refuse received . These records shall be made available to LEA
personnel and to CIWMB personnel and shall be maintained for a period of at least
one. year .

<END OF DOCUME .NT>

22



MAR-29-1995 10 :08 FROM CA INTEGRATED WASTE MGNT

	

10

*MEMORANDUM

To : Tadese Gebre-Hawariat, Permits South

	

Date : March 28, 1995
Permits Branch, Permitting and
Enforcement Division
California Integrated Waste Management Board

From:	 	 U C,'ete././ X /tlii(~i_.	
Vance Tracy, Associate MS, REHS
Enforcement Branch, Region II, Redlands
Permitting and Enforcement Division
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : Compliance Status and Recommendation for Board
Concurrence in Issuing a Revised Solid Waste Facilities
Permit (SWFP) for Bel-Art Transfer Station (19-AK-001) ,

The Bel-Art Transfer Station (19-AK-001) was inspected by
Enforcement Branch staff along with the City of Long Beach Local

fill
Enforcement Agency (LEA) on January 23, 1995 .-Five violations of
Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR), Chapter 3-
State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal
(SMSs) were noted at the time and were detailed in the state
inspection report of February 7, 1995 . As of the date of this
memo, all but one of the SMSs have been corrected . The SMS that
continues to be violated is 14 CCR 17557 - Station Maintenance . A
violation of 14 CCR .17557 was called because several cracks and a
break in the concrete of the lipped edge of the transfer station
pit were observed during the inspection. A violation was called
during the previous state inspection of the facility, conducted
in May of 1993, for the same standard and for the same reason.

In order to correct the remaining violation of station
maintenance, Bob Babajian, owner/operator of Bel-Art Transfer
Station, has agreed, in writing, to repair the damaged lipped
edge of the transfer pit by April 20, 1995 . Additionally, David
Langer of K&G/Clements Environmental Services, Inc ., the
engineering consulting firm for Bel-Art, has assured Enforcement
Branch staff that a currently registered structural engineer will
evaluate the structure before and after repairs have been made.
Afterwards, the structural engineer will submit written
documentation to the Board and LEA as to the soundness and safety
of the structure . The written documentation will have a
professional engineers' seal with their registration number and

• the date it expires . If the results of the repair and inspection
by the engineer indicate that the structure is sound and does not

9-191t ATTACHMENT 4

State of California

	

California Environmental
Protection Agency

23



Mr . Gebre-Rawariat
March 28, 1995
Page 2 of 2

pose a safety hazard to station users and personnel, then
Enforcement Branch staff will recommend concurrence by the full
Board at the April 26, 1995 full Board meeting.

If you have any questions or concerns about this memo, please
call me at (909) 798-9391 ..

cc : Bea Anderson, City of Long Beach LEA
Bob Babajian, Owner/Operator Bel-Art Transfer Station
David Langer, K&G/Clements Environmental Services

a4
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BA BEL-ART TRANSFER STATION
..

23 March 1995

Mr . Vance Tracy
California Integrated Waste Management Board
1752 Orange Tree Lane
Redlands, California 92374

Re: Bel-Art Waste Transfer Station
Repair of Transfer Pit

Dear Mr. Tracy:

This correspondence is to inform you that Bel-Art Waste Transfer Station is
committed to repairing the cracked lipped edge of the transfer pit as observed
on January 23, 1995 during the pre-permit inspection . The repair work will
be completed by Thursday, April 20, 1995 . I will notify the Department of
Health and Human Services upon completion of all repair work to arrange for
a final inspection.

If you have additional questions, call me at (310) 531-2670 .

Q f0 )
PaONE (248) 531-2670 6>4-8468-

2501 EAST 88TH STREET LONG BEACH, CALIFORNIA 90805

A
Mr . :ob B Tjian

Preside

•

c :

	

Mr. Richard Smith, City of Long Beach, Dept. of Hlth & Human Srvs.
Mr. Chip Clements, K&GlClements Environmental Services

dl:BB
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-State of California

M E M O R A N D U M

To :

	

Tadese Gebre-Hawariat
Permit;	 ranch, South

ATTACHMENT 6

California Environmental
Protection Agency

Date : January 25, 1995

From :

	

Llop . Dillon
Office of Local Assistance
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED PERMIT REVISION FOR FACILITY NO.
19-AK-0001 FOR CONFORMANCE WITH AB 2296

The proposed project involves a revised permit for the Bel-Art
Transfer Station . The permit revision reflects the expansion of
the acreage of the station from 1 .3 to 3 .2 acres to accommodate
a proposed MRF and consolidate operations . The revision also
changes the waste transfer and waste processing hours from 5 :00
a .m . to 6 :00 p .m . to 24 hours a day, Monday thru Saturday . The
permit revision does not change the type of material accepted at
the facility .nor the maximum daily tonnage . The Bel-Art Transfer
Station is currently permitted for 1,500 tons per day but
normally received approximately 370 tons per day . The facility
is located in the City of Long Beach . The waste received at the
facility is primarily commercial waste (90%), but also receives
residential (7%) and industrial and C&D waste (3%) . Once the MRF
is built, the facility will divert 12-15% of the incoming waste.
The materials recovered will include wood and green waste,
cardboard, paper, plastics, glass, metal, dirt, and concrete and
as p halt.

Based upon the review of the submitted documents, the pro posed
permit revision 'for the Bel-Art Transfer Station conforms with AS
2296 as follows:

The permit is consistent with the waste diversion
. re quirements (PRC 44009).

2. The facility is in conformance with the CoSWMP (PRC 50000).

3. The facility is consistent with the General Plan
(PRC 50000 .5).

PRC 44009 :	 WASTE DIVERSION REQUIREMENTS

Refuse delivered to the facility is primarily generated in cities
with a 15 mile radius, including but not limited to the cities of
Long Beach, Torrance, Si gnal Hill, Seal Beach, Bell, Bellflower,
Lakewood, Cerritos, Hawaiian Gardens, Los Alamitos, Stanton,
Westminster, Carson, Rancho Palos Verdes, Rolling Hills Estates,
Palos Verdes Estates, Rollin g Rills, Los Angeles and parts of the
unincorporated areas of . Los Angeles County.

The cities in Los Angeles County were required to submit the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements (SRRE) to the Board for

40
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approval by April 30, 1994 . The cities in Orange County were
required to submit the SRREs to the Board for approval by
December 31, 1994.

Most of the cities have selected residential curbside recycling,
curbside yard waste collection, technical assistance and
education to businesses, commercial recycling, and education to
residents on source reduction, recycling, and composting.

Based on the information, the proposed revision for the Bel-Art
Transfer Station would not prevent nor impair the achievement of
the waste diversion requirements for the cities in Los Angeles
and Orange counties.

PRC 50000 :	 CONFORMANCE WITH THE CoSWMP

The Los Angeles County Solid Waste Management
Committee/Integrated Waste Management Task Force granted a
Finding of Conformance with the Los Angeles County Solid Waste
Management Plan•(CoSWMP) at their November 17, 1994 meeting.

PRC 50000 .5 :	 CONSISTENCE WITH THE GENERAL PLAN

The facility is in an area zoned General Manufacturing . The
facility General Plan designation is LUD 9L and is consistent

•

	

with the City's General Plan.

In a letter dated September 1, 1994 from the City of Long Beach,
Department of Planning and Building, states the facility is an
accessory use of a waste transfer facility, and does not require
a Conditional Use Permit .

2(



ATTACHMENT 7

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-327

April 25, 1995

WHEREAS, the Bel-Art Transfer Station has, since 1973, been
operating at its present location, as a large volume transfer
station for the transfer and processing of nonhazardous solid
wastes collected from the City of Long Beach and its neighboring
jurisdictions ; and

WHEREAS, in 1978, the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) for the
City of Long Beach, the Long Beach City Department of Health and
Human Services, Bureau of Environmental Health, issued the
initial Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP) to govern the
facility operations ; and

WHEREAS, the SWFP was modified in 1989 to establish the
permitted maximum daily waste receipt of 1,500 tons ; and

WHEREAS, on May 6, 1994 ; the LEA conducted a five year
permit review, as required, and concluded in a report that
significant changes in design and/or operation from the terms and
conditions that had been established in 1989 SWFP had occurred
and/or are proposed to occur at the facility, and accordingly
directed the operator to submit an application for permit
revision ; and

WHEREAS, the operator of the facility, on January 5, 1995,
submitted an application for a revised SWFP to the Local
Enforcement Agency for its review and consideration ; and

WHEREAS, the Long Beach City Department of Health and Human
Services, Bureau of Environmental Health, acting as Local
Enforcement Agency, has submitted to the Board for its review and
concurrence with or objection to, a revised Solid Waste Facility
Permit ; and

WHEREAS, the proposed permit is to allow for the immediate
increase in waste transfer and processing operation hours from
the_current 5 :00 a .m . - 6 :00 p .m ., Monday through Saturday to 24
hours per day, Monday through Saturday ; and
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WHEREAS, the proposed permit is also to allow for the
expansion of the station size from 1 .3 to 3 .2 acres to
accommodate a future 39,000 square foot Materials Recovery
Facility (MRF) ; and

WHEREAS, staff of the Board's Enforcement Branch conducted a
pre-permit inspection at the Bel-Art Waste Transfer Station on
January 23, 1995 and observed five violations of the State
Minimum Standards ; and

WHEREAS, the Enforcement Branch staff have ever since been
working with the LEA to achieve compliance of the violations and
on March 28, 1995 the staff reported that all but one of the
violations have been corrected ; and

WHEREAS, the staff further reported that the LEA and the
Board, by a letter dated March 23, 1995, have received a
commitment from the owner and operator of the facility that the
repair of the crack in the concrete of the lipped edge of the
transfer station pit will be completed by April 20, 1995 and will
be certified as safe by a structural engineer ; and

WHEREAS, the City of Long Beach Planning Commission, acting
as Lead Agency prepared an Environmental Impact Report (EIR),
E-16-77, and Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR),
E-28-82, for the Long Beach General Plan, which included the
proposed project ; and

WHEREAS, after consultation with Board staff, the Lead
Agency, on February 10, 1995, prepared an Addendum to the SEIR,
which further clarified the issues specifically related to the
Bel-Art Transfer Station and defined specific Mitigation
Reporting and Monitoring Program (MRMP) for the Transfer Station
and Notice of Determination for the EIRs was filed by the Lead
Agency on April 28, 1983 ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff did review the Addendum and the MRMP
for the proposed project but did not submit comments on the EIRs
nor the Addendum ; and

WHEREAS, after reviewing the Addendum and MRMP for . . the
proposed project, Board staff have determined that the CEQA
documents are adequate for the Board's evaluation of the proposed
project, for those project activities which are within this
Agency's expertise and/or powers which are required to be carried
out or approved by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for
consistency with the standards adopted by the Board ; and
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WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the County
Solid Waste Management Plan, consistency with the General Plan,
and compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facility Permit No . 19-AK-0001.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

s

•
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25, 1995

AGENDA ITEM ^lo

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the
Trona-Argus Solid Waste Disposal Facility,
San Bernardino County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

The Permitting and Enforcement Committee's
recommendations regarding this project were not
available at the time this item went to print.

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name :

48 acres total acres ; 19 acres are used for
landfilling

The facility is located on land owned by the
U .S . Bureau of Land Management . Land use
surrounding the site are Rural Living (RL),
Resource Conversation (RC), and Commercial
Service (CS).

19 tons per day

Maximum daily loading 88 tons per day

Active, currently operating under a
Stipulated Order of Compliance

Mixed municipal, agricultural,
construction/demolition, industrial, tires
and dead animals.

Trona-Argus Solid Waste Disposal Facility,
Facility No . 36-AA-0041

.

	

Facility Type :

	

Class III Solid Waste Disposal Facility

Location :

	

One mile north of Argus, and
one mile west of Trona

Area:

Setting:

Permitted
Daily Capacity:

Proposed
Daily Capacity:

Operational
Status:

Waste Types :
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Facility
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April 25, 1995

1 .4 million cubic yards total ; approximately
601,915 cubic yards remaining ; life
expectancy is 11 years

U .S . Dept . of Interior
Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Mr . Henri R . Sisson, District Manager

County of San Bernardino
Dept . of Solid Waste . Management
Gerry Newcombe, Deputy Director
Operations currently under contract with

Glen Havens Grading

Dept . of Environmental Health Services
County of San Bernardino
Ms . Pamella V . Bennett, Director

Proposed Proiect

The proposed permit would allow the operator to accept a maximum
of 88 tons per day (TPD) ; allow the site to operate from 8 :30 am
to 4 :30 pm - Tuesday through Saturday except for major holidays;
estimates closure to occur in 2003, defines the active fill area,
establishes a maximum elevation of 1920' mean sea level, and
prohibits excavation to no greater than 20' below ground surface
for any expansion of the landfill footprint . The increased site
capacity and life expectancy are attributable to more accurate.
mapping and engineering design at the site.

SUMMARY:

Site History

The facility which opened in 1966 occupies 48 acres on land
leased by the County from the Bureau of Land Management . The
current permit for the site was issued in 1979 . The permit states
the site life was estimated to be four years ; received
approximately nineteen tons per day ; was open twenty-four hours
per day, seven days per week . No disposal footprint was
established and no traffic volumes were recorded.

The LEA identified significant changes in the permit review
reports dated October 13, 1989 and December 27, 1994 . Since July
1990 the site has operated under a series of Notice and Orders
and Stipulated Orders of Compliance (STIP) . The site is currently
operating under a STIP that was issued February 5, 1992, expired

Volumetric
Capacity:

Owner:

Operator:

LEA :

•



Trona-Argus Solid Waste Disposal
Facility
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Agenda Item No .16

April 25, 1995

July 15, 1992 . An addendum to the STIP was issued February 19,
1993, expired October 30, 1993 ; on November 3, 1993, expired June
7, 1994 ; again on March 28, 1994, expired January 26, 1995 . The
final addendum to the STIP was issued on November 15, 1994 with a
new expiration date of May 26, 1995 .. The STIP requires the
operator to submit a complete application package for a revised
permit.

The February 1992 STIP allows a maximum of 50 TPD during the
interim period or while a permit revision is being processed.

Proiect Description_

The total permitted area is 48 acres . Approximately 19 acres have
been used for landfilling and is considered the active landfill
footprint . Approximately 3 acres, separate from and to the south
of the 19 acres are inactive and have been identified as an old
burn area . A total of 22 acres has been established as the
disposal footprint that will undergo closure pursuant to
applicable statutes/regulations . The off-site cover material
borrow area is limited strictly to borrow activities . Since waste
is not disposed of at that borrow area, its operations do not
require permitting under a Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP);
however, the Initial Study states the operation of a new borrow
area would be considered a significant change in facility
operation and would require a revision to the SWFP and would
require subsequent environmental reviews under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The site is located in an unincorporated area approximately one
mile north of Argus and one mile west of Trona . Access to the
site is from First Street off Trona Road (Highway 178) . There are
no structures within a 1000 feet of the landfill property line.
Unauthorized entry to the site is restricted by security fencing
(6' chain link fence) around 65% of the facility, and earthen
barriers such as steep slopes, berms, and shallow ditches.

The facility is open to the public to receive wastes during the
hours of 8 :00 am to 4 :30 pm Tuesday through Saturday,
approximately 257 days/year . The site is closed Sundays, Mondays

• and holidays . The average daily throughput for 1995 is expected
to be 27 tons per day . Assuming an approximate 10% yearly
increase, the quantity is expected to increase to 44 tons per day
by the year 2000.

The landfill is operated using the area fill method . Refuse is
placed in cells that average 10 .to 15 feet in thickness . Dumped

• refuse is spread in 2-foot-thick layers and compacted on the

\OS
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•

working face . Six inches of compacted cover soil is placed daily
on top and side slopes of each advancing lift.

The facility is unlined and has no leachate monitoring, control
or collection system . Board staff contacted Lahontan Regional
Water Quality Control Board staff on March 27, 1995, who
indicated the site is in good condition.

Portable facilities on-site include one hazardous waste storage
shed with three separate compartments, one portable toilet, one
above grade oil storage tank and a storage bin.

Environmental Controls

Environmental measures for impacts from potential problems
associated with the site include:

Vectors . The refuse compaction and placement of daily cover will
eliminate the conditions for attracting and breeding flies and
rodents . Facility personnel frequently inspect active and
inactive landfill areas for signs of rodent activity . If such
activity is observed, a pest control specialist will be contacted
for professional advice and any services needed to see that a
nuisance does not develop.

Odors . Odors is controlled by keeping the active working face as
small as possible, and placing daily and intermediate soil cover
as necessary.

Litter . Permanent litter fences are installed around the landfill
and portable litter fences are deployed around the active
disposal area . The working area and site are policed regularly to
collect accumulated litter . Loads entering the site are required
by the County to be covered . Additionally, the litter will be
collected once a week to clear the litter blown off site.

Noise . Noise levels of facility equipment are controlled by
mufflers on equipment . Operators and other field personnel have
been trained in the use of wearing . approved ear protection
devices while operating or working near facility equipment.

Load Checking . Hazardous wastes will not be accepted at the
landfill . Signs are placed along the entrance road that identify
hazardous wastes are prohibited and lists examples of such
prohibited wastes . In addition, information handouts containing
this policy are periodically distributed at the landfill entrance
and during load checking activities . Load checking consists of

	

•
four main activities : random inspections of incoming loads,
records of inspection activities, training of facility personnel

1Wb
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in hazardous waste and PCB recognition, and notification of
Department of Toxic Substances Control . Load checking activities
includes customer education, site surveillance, and waste
inspection.

Fire . The landfill vehicles and equipment are equipped with fire
extinguishers for minor fires . Minor fires will be extinguished
by landfill personnel using cover soil and water . In the event
fires cannot be extinguished by landfill personnel, emergency
services will be summoned to the site, response time is
approximately 5 to 10 minutes.

Dust . A water truck is available on-site that is used to control
dust by applying a fine water spray on access roads.

Ground Water Monitoring . The current ground water monitoring
system consists of three monitoring wells, one upgradient and two
downgradient wells . Ground water will be monitored quarterly for
the monitoring wells, as specified in the Monitoring and
Reporting Program No. 6-93-100.

Landfill Gas Control . Two monitoring probes at a depth of 6' have
been installed at the landfill . The monitoring system is passive,
and quarterly monitoring is performed . Currently, the Mojave
Desert Air Quality Management does not have any landfill gas
rule.

Resource Recovery

On-site separation consists of metallic discards and tires.
Stockpiled material is stored and removed for off-site recycling
in accordance with applicable statutes/regulations.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit

Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 44009, the Board
has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance of a
solid waste facilities permit . Board staff received the proposed
permit from the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) for the
Trona-Argus Solid Waste Disposal Facility on March 22, 1995;
therefore, the last day the Board could act is May 21, 1995.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and
have found that the permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence, provided : .

\D7
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►

	

An Addendum to the Negative Declaration be developed and
submitted to Board staff as discussed in the CEQA portion of
this agenda item ; and

►

	

The operator demonstrates the required amount of coverage
for the financial assurance mechanisms for closure and post
closure maintenance by the fund anniversary date of April
26, 1995, as discussed in Closure/Post Closure Maintenance
Plans and Financial Mechanism Requirements portion of this
agenda item.

In making this determination the following items were considered:

Conformance with County Plan

The LEA certified, pursuant to PRC 50000 that the San Bernardino
County Board of Supervisors and a majority of the Councils of the
Cities/Towns with a majority of population of the incorporated
area within San Bernardino County have approved the Site
Identification and Description . Staff of the Diversion, Planning
and Local Assistance Division reviewed the information provided
for determining conformance with the County Solid Waste
Management Plan . Staff conclude the requirements of PRC 50000
have been met.

Consistency with General Plan

The San Bernardino County Planning Department confirmed that the
landfill is consistent with the San Bernardino County General
Plan . Additionally, it was found that land use adjacent to, and
near the facility is compatible with the facility and the use.
Board staff conclude that the requirements of PRC Section 50000 .5
have been met.

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Diversion, Planning and Local Assistance
Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC 44009, to determine
if the record contains substantial evidence that the'proposed
project would . impair the achievement of waste diversion goals.
Staff have determined that the issuance of the proposed permit is
consistent with the State's waste diversion requirements and
should neither prevent nor substantially impair the County of San
Bernardino from achieving its waste diversion goals . The analysis
used in making this determination is included as Attachment 4 .

•

•

•
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California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA)

The San Bernardino County Planning Department acting as Lead
Agency, prepared a Negative Declaration (ND) (State Clearinghouse
Number 92062053) for the increased rate of disposal, change of
operating hours,' increased site life/site capacity, additional
personnel and on-site equipment, and inclusion of environmental
monitoring systems and limited recycling activities . A Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program has been adopted and submitted
as part of the permit package.

Staff have reviewed the ND, and the Initial Study and found the
1992 document's analysis was for 17 acres, whereas, the proposed
permit and supporting documents are for 19 acres.

The LEA has submitted correspondence dated March 20, 1995 from
the Lead Agency indicating that they have reviewed the increase
in acreage and conclude that a more precise footprint was
delineated as a result of the Subtitle D requirements, which went
into effect in October 1993 . As a result of this October 1993
calculation, the footprint was determined to be 19 acres, not 17

•

	

acres as identified in the Initial Study . The additional two
acres was the result of a more accurate survey of the footprint
of the site . Staff have requested that an Addendum to Negative
Declaration be developed noting the change in the acreage and why
no further review is needed . Although the addendum is expected to
be forthcoming, at the time this item went to print. staff had not
yet received the addendum . Without this new documentation, staff
can not make a definitive determination that the requirements of
CEQA have been satisfied.

Conformance with State Minimum Standards

No violations of State Minimum Standards were found during the
joint inspection conducted by CIWMB Enforcement staff and the LEA
on March 10, 1995 . However, one violation of the PRC Section
44004 - Significant Change of SWFP, was documented . The issuance
of the revised SWFP would correct this violation.

Closure/Post Closure Maintenance Plans and Financial Mechanism
Requirements

Board staff have reviewed the Preliminary Closure and Post
Closure Maintenance Plans as submitted by the operator and .deemed
them complete on January 13, 1995.

•

	

The County of San Bernardino has established an enterprise fund
and pledge of revenue for the financial assurance mechanisms for
closure and post closure maintenance of the landfill satisfying

•

l0q
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the requirements as specified in the California Code of
Regulations (CCR) . However, it should be noted that the operator
must demonstrate the required amount of coverage pursuant to CCR
Section 18282 by the fund anniversary date of April 26, 1995.

The operator has indicated that the required data will be
provided by the second week of April for the county owned
landfill . At the time this item went to print staff had not
received the necessary documentation to make a definitive
determination of compliance relative to the financial assurances.

Operating Liability

San Bernardino County has submitted a Certificate of
Self-Insurance and Risk Management to demonstrate operating
liability for the site . Board staff find the Certificate of
Self-Insurance meets the requirements of CCR Section 18237.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit has been
proposed, the Board must either-concur with or object to the
proposed permit as submitted by the LEA . Staff recommend that the
Board adopt Permit Decision No . 95-372, concurring in the
issuance of Solid Waste Facility Permit No . 36-AA-0041, provided
an Addendum to the Negative Declaration be developed and a copy
submitted to CIWMB staff ; and the required amount of coverage for
the financial assurances is deposited by the fund anniversary
date of April 26, 1995.

ATTACHMENTS:

1.

	

Location Map
2.

	

Site Map
3.

	

Permit No . 36-AA-0041
4.

	

AB 2296 Findings
5.

	

Permit Decision No . 95-372
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STATE . OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

1 . Fattuty Ptrmi&Number:

36-AA-OC41
2. Name and Street Address of Facility:

Mona-Argue Solid Waste Disposal
Facility

County of San Bernardino
Solid Waste Management Department
Approximately 1 mile West of Ttona
and 1 mile North of Argue

3. Name and Mading Address of Operator:

County of San Bernardino
Solid Waste Management Depatnnent
222E. Hospitality Lo . 2nd floor

4 . Nara and Mailing Address of Owner :

(

	

U.S. Bureau of Land Management
Federal Office Bldg . 0E284
2800 Cottage Way

San Bernardino . CA 924 ]5-0017 Sacramento. CA

5. Speu-'loauons:

a . Permitted Operations: II

	

Composting Facility
(mixed wastes)

( I

	

Composting F aclity
(yard waste)

IXI Landfill Disposal Site

(I

	

Material Recovery Facility

lI

I

	

1

()

(1

Processing Facility

Zanafer Station

Transformation Facility

Other

b . Permitted Hours/Days of Operation:

c . A,udtted 'Ions per Operating Day.

8 :00am to 4:30pm - Theaday through Saturday - approximately 267 days/year -
Site closed New Yeai a thy. Fourth of tidy. TTsanisgivtng Day and Cbrlstcoaa Day
(Memorial Day . Labor Day)

Total : Maximum dally Ioadlrg 88 Tons/ Daly

Arry within maxrmum d,Tily loading total 88 Tons/DayNon-Hazardous - General
Non-Hazardous - Liquid Septic Waste
Non-Hazardous - Other (See Section 14 of Ferrrlt)
DcslgStated !See Section 14 of Permit)
Hazardous (See Section 14 of Pcrm10

d . Permitted Traffic Volume :

I,Nane) Torn/Day
(Non4Tons/Day
(None) Tons/Day
(None) Tom/Day

up tp 122 Vehicles/Day

Outgoing vehicles with salvaged matmals Up to 5 within toed 122 Veldcles/Day_

e. Key Design Pexametcm - ..

	

. ..

	

n. . . .	4

	

.

r4'Permitted Area tin aced 22 I lnv

	

I

	

" ne

	

1

. _.
: .~..Dolgrr Capacity

Max. Mcrae n (FL MSD

~ c' 'MIMIFEMMIMengE

. -teeter

-

	

-

	

_' . ..

Mae. Depth tit- 905)

Estimated Closure Date

	

-_-

	

-- . . .

	

-

	

-

' No excavation greater than 20 feet below ground surface for any expansion of the laad6U footprint or covet borrow area (on

permitted acreage).
The permit is granted solely to the operator named above, and la not transferable . Upon a change of operator . the permit is subject

to revocation or euapenaba The attached permit Coding. and conditions are Integral part/ of this permit and supersede the
condition, of any previously issued solid waste Iadldea permit.

6 . Approval 7 . Enforcement Agency Name and Address.
Dept. of Envtronmrstal Health Services - LEA
County of San B mardmo

Approving Officer Signature

PANS- Laa V . BENNETT. DIRECTOR

385 North Arrowhead Arc.
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0160

8. Received M CIW?4B : 9 . CIWMB Concurrence Date-.

MAR . . 7

	

;995
1996

11 . Permit Issued Date:10 . Permit R.. . .ca' Due Date:

18_ 1886
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility Penult Number:

36-AA-0041

	

;

12. Legal Description of Facility:
N 1 /2 Lots 4 & 5 . Section 18 . T25S . R43E . Mount Diablo Baseline and Meridian (MDM)

13. Findings:
a.

	

Proposed changes in the Site Identification & Description were not identified in the 1986 (latest) San Bernardino County (SBCo)
Solid Waste Management Plan. A SBCo•Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan has not been approved . The LEA certifies.

pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) §50000 that the SBCo Board of Supervisors and a majority of the Councils of the Cities/
Towns with a majority of the population of the incorporated area within SBCo have approved the Site Identification & Description.

b .

	

This permit (with its proposed changes) is consistent with standards adopted by the CIWMB pursuant to PRC § 44010 and all
applicable Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Subtitle D requirements incorporated into . Title 14 CCR

c.

	

The design and operation of the facility (with proposed changes) is in compliance with State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste

Handling and Disposal as determined by the LEA.

d .

	

The local fire protection district, the SBCo Forestry and Fire Warden Department, has determined that the facility
(with proposed changes) is in conformance with applicable fire standards pursuant to PRC § 44151 - re PRC §4371 et seq.

e .

	

A Notice of Determination on proposed changes at the facility was filed with the State Office of Planning and Research pursuant to

PRC § 21081 .6 on January 29 . 1993.

L

	

The authorized agent of the local governing body. the San Bernardino County Planning Department has (pursuant to PRC §

50000 .5(a)) determined that proposed changes are consistent with and designated in the applicable general plan.

g .

	

The authorized agent of the local governing body . the San Bernardino County Planning Department has [pursuant to PRC §

	

Ali
50000 .5(b)) found surrounding land use compatible with proposed changes at the facility.

14 .

	

Prohibitions:
The perrnittee is prohibited from accepting any non-hazardous waste requiring special handling . designated waste . or
hazardous waste except for the temporary storage of hazardous waste inadvertently delivered and detected in the hazardous %vast

screening/ exclusion program) . in accordance with all applicable permits, regulations and statutes for such temporary storage . The

permittee is additionally prohibited from accepting for disposal : asbestos (friable or nonfriable) . whole tires (except in accordance

with 14. CCR §17355) . metallic discards (except in accordance with PRC §42160 et seq .) : and from allowing any open burning or

scavenging.

15 . The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility:

IX) Periodic Site Review 6/10/91

	

IX) PRC § 50000 Certification by LEA 9/21/93

(XI Report of Facility Information 5/93

	

(XI RWQCB Waste Discharge Requirements
Order a 6-85-136 11/14)85

IX) Amendments to RFI 11/93.12/94

	

Order # 6-93-100 9/9/93

(XI Mojave Desert AQMD Clearance Letter 12/17/93

	

(XI Planning Department Consistency Findings
(County General Plan) 7/93

(XI Notice of Determination - OPR Filing 1/29/93
(XI Planning Department Compatibility Findings 7/93

(XI Mitigation Monitoring/Reporting
(Compliance) Program

undated

	

(Surrounding Land Use) .

IX) Enterprise Fund Letter (Pledge of Revenue) 09/28/94

(XI Subtitle D "Footprint" Documentation 10/93

IX) DENS Hazardous Waste Permits .

(XI NPDES (Stormwater) Permit #6B 365005247
N/A

	

Notice of Intent #91-13-DWQ 5/02/94

Handling & Generator Permits
(XI Financial Assurance Mechanism for Closure 05/93

IX) Preliminary Closure/Postclosure Plan 12/94

	

Post-Closure and Corrective Action

(X) Fire Protection District Findings 12/2/93

	

(XI County (DEHS/SWMD) Indemnification Contract . 08/15/94

(X) Certificate of Self-Insurance 12/17/92

	

(XI Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Free Use Permit 08/85

	

4I
(X) Contract Agreements for Operations 12/10/9.0

IXI BLM Lease Agreement R-06708

	

1/1/82

4'Z
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number:

36-AA-0041

16 . Self Monitoring: In addition to self-monitoring programs and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) mitigation monitoring and
reporting program described in other documents controlling this facility . the following programs shall be reported to the LEA and others as
follows :

Program Reporting Frequency Agency Reported To

Summary of daily records in tons/day per:
solid waste received . salvaged/ recovered
materials leaving site (per type) ; daily visual
estimate of recovered materials stored on-
site (in weight. volume or count per type) .

Quarterly • LEA

Summary of motor vehicle counts in
vehicles/day per vehicles: entering with
solid waste, leaving with recovered
materials.

Quarterly • LEA -

Summary of public complaints received.
regulatory notices received. and the
operator's responses/ corrective actions
taken .

Quarterly' LEA

Summary of entries in Log of Special/
Unusual Occurrences and operator's
responses/ corrective actions taken .

Quarterly' LEA

Summary of record-keeping specified in the
Hazardous Prohibited Waste Screening/

usion Program including : quantities/
s of materials discovered, responses/

rrective actions taken . interim/ final
disposition of materials and public
education' activities .

(per DEHS-Haz-Mat') LEA. DEHS-HAZ-MAT'

Vector inspection/ control program (as may (per SBCVCD ') LEA . San Bernardino County Vector Control
be specified in the RDSI . District (SBCVCD)

Water quality control of contaminants - (per local RWQCB

	

. LEA. local Regional Water Quality Control
monitoring, reporting . remediation and
related programs including : Waste
Discharge Requirements . water SWATS.
Clean-up & Abatement Orders/ Workplans/
Remediation Schedules . NPDES Permits .

-

Board (CRWQCB) '

	

.

Air quality management of emissions - (per local AQMD ') local Air Quality Management District
monitoring, reporting . remediation and
related programs including : fugitive dust
(PM,,,) control . LFG monitoring/control. air
SWATS, AQMD equipment permits .

(' = Reporting due by the 15th of the month
following the end of the reporting period . or

else when due as specified by the controlling
regulatory authority .)

(AQMD) '

(•= Plus reporting to all other local, state
and federal regulatory authority with

jurisdiction at the facility.)

LIS
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number:

36-AA-0041
17 . LEA Conditions:

(NOTE: LEA conditions Listed here shall be in addition to conditions of other documents controlling operation of this facility.

1.

	

The operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as specified in Title 14
California Code of Regulations (CCR) . The operator shall not operate this facility without possession of all required permits and
regulatory approvals . The operator shall inspect the site at least once each day of operation to ensure compliance with all applicable
standards/ conditions/ mitigations/ permits/ regulations.

2.

	

The operator shall comply with all federal . state . and local requirements and enactments including all mitigation and monitoring
measures developed in accordance with any certified environmental document filed pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) §
21081 .6 and all administrative/ enforcement orders of all regulatory agencies within jurisdiction at this facility.

3.

	

The operator shall maintain a complete copy of this Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP), of all other required regulatory permits and
of all regulatory inspection reports, at a location that is readily accessible to facility personnel, LEA staff and other regulatory
personnel.

4.

	

Additional information concerning the design or operation of this facility shall be furnished upon request to the LEA and other
regulatory personnel.

5.

	

The operator shall notify the LEA in writing (with proposed amendments to the Report of Facility Information) . at least one hundred
fifty (150) days in advance of proposed significant changes (as determined by the LEA) . in the design or operation of the facility to

allow for early consultation. completion of all required documents . due process review/ filing . and the completion of all related
permitting processes . Such notification shall also include, but not be limited to, changes (including hew additions) of : processing,
composting . baling . materials recovery facility (MRF)/ transfer station and/or transformation facility . changes in permitted hours or
days of operation . permitted tons per day per category. permitted traffic volumes per day per category, permitted total area . disposal
footprint . maximum elevation, maximum depth of waste, and/or estimated closure year . which may be later proposed for this site.

6.

	

This facility is authorized to conduct limited salvaging and to store recovered materials (if such salvaging/ storage is properly
described in the RDSI or amendments thereto) for brief periods of time (not to exceed thirty (30) days for any category of matenas
and only in closable durable containers as specified by the LEA Such limited salvaging/ storage shall only be conducted as pre-
approved by the LEA to preclude the creation of health hazards or public nuisances . The facility shall not be used as a composting
facility, materials recovery facility (MRF), processing facility. transfer station and/or transformation facility . No crushing, grinding,
mechanical sorting, composting . or other processing shall occur at the facility location except as the LEA may give prior written
approval for brief [less than thirty (30) day] experimental/ pilot project type programs.

7.

	

The LEA reserves the right to suspend and/or modify operations at this facility when deemed necessary due to any emergency.
potential health hazard and/or public nuisance.

	

8 :

	

This SWFP is subject to review by the LEA and may be suspended, revoked or modified at any time for sufficient cause.

9.

	

As outlined in Section 16 . the operator shall maintain at the facility, or other approved location, accurate daily records of the
tonnage/day and vehicles/day per : incoming solid waste, outgoing recovered material (per category) : and an estimate (by weight.
volume or count) of the total amount of recovered material (per category) stored on-site for brief periods of time . Such records shall

be readily accessible at the facility to the LEA/ other regulatory personnel . A written summary of such tons/day per category.
vehicles/day per category and estimates/day per category shall be furnished quarterly to the LEA within fifteen (15) days of the end
of each quarter.

10.

	

As outlined in Section 16. the operator shall furnish a written summary of all written complaints (including all regulatory notices

such as : Notices of Violation . Notice and Orders . Clean-up & Abatement Orders) concerning the facility received by the operator .
during a quarter and the operator's responses/ corrective actions taken, to the LEA within fifteen (15) days of the end of each
quarter.

11.

	

As outlined in Section 16 . the operator shall maintain at the facility . or other approved location, a log of special/unusual

occurrences (S/U 01 . The log shall include, but not be limited to : fires, explosions . discharges of unusual waste, significant

incidents of personal injury, accidents and/or property damage . Each log entry shall be accompanied by a summary of the
responses/ corrective actions taken by the operator to mitigate any negative impacts of each occurrence . Days without incidents of

S/U 0 shall be noted with an appropriate negative entry for such days such as : "No S/U 0 today" . The operator shall maintain this

log at the facility . or other approved location, in a manner readily accessible to facility personnel and to the LEA and other regula•
personnel . A written summary of the log entries during a quarter shall be furnished to the LEA within fifteen (151 days of the en
each quarter.

44
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le STATE OF CALIFORNIA
OLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number:

36-AA-0041
17 . LEA Conditions (continued):

12. The operator shall maintain an LEA approved hazardous/ prohibited waste screening/ exclusion (loadcheckingl program at the
facility which will adequately protect public health and the environment from illegal on-site disposal of hazardous/ PCB/ prohibited

wastes. It-shall include not less than thirty-two (32) hours per week of on-site loadchecking by personnel trained in such activities.
Signs, brochures and/or other appropriate communication measures shall be utilized by the operator to direct site users to the
nearest Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) collection facility and inform site users of pending HHW Round-up activities scheduled
for communities within the site's waste-shed . A written summary of all program activities/ results during a quarter- shall be
furnished to the LEA within fifteen (15) days of the end of each quarter.

13. The operator shall comply with the requirements of all applicable laws pertaining to employee health and safety including
maintaining an up-to-date written CAL-OSHA Injury and Illness Prevention Program (IIPP) - (pursuant to Title 8 CCRI . on-site . or
other approved location, and readily available for review by all facility personnel and by the LEA and other regulatory personnel . The

IIPP shall include a comprehensive training plan. availability of all necessary on-site work/ protection/ safety equipment and

adequate on-site first aid supplies . Whenever personnel are at the facility they shall have immediate radio and/or telephone access

to a 911 emergency dispatcher.

14. The operator shall maintain an adequate vector monitoring/ control program with updates as directed by the San Bernardino
County Vector Control District (SBCVCD).

15. The operator shall comply with all Waste Discharge Requirements, Clean-Up & Abatement Orders . monitoring . remediation

schedules and related requirements of the local California Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRWQCBI . The operator shall

provide in the operating record and to the LEA . a CRWQCB approved unsaturated zone monitoring program and approved statistical

analysis of SWAT groundwater samples. Degradation of waters connected to this site shall be promptly remediated in the manner

:specified by the CRWQCB.

16. The operator shall comply with all rules of the local Air Quality Management District (AQMD) including : fugitive dust (PM to control.

landfill gas (LFG) monitoring/ control, air SWAT compliance and AQMD equipment permits . The operator shall take every

reasonable precaution to control fugitive dust emissions including the use of water and dust palliatives . The operator shall annually
assess the need for and implement adequate LFG monitoring/ venting/ collection/ programs as may be required by federal, state (14

• CCR Sec . 17258 .23(a)(b11 . regional and/or local air quality management standards/ rules . All required AQMD pemiits shall be

obtained and retained. The operator shall properly maintain all facility equipment and structures according to the manufacturer's

specifications and good engineering and maintenance practices.

17. The operator shall use all reasonable measures to avoid "takings" of threatened . endangered . rare and/or sensitive species . including

use of tortoise-proof fencing and authorized raven monitoring/ control measures . The operator shall comply with all such measures.
remediation and compensations that may be incorporated into any Cooperative Agreement (CA) with the U . S. Department of Interior

- Bureau of Land Management (BLM) . U . S . Fish and Wildlife Service (USF&WS) and the California Department of Fish & Caine

(CDF&G).

I8 . The active disposal cell and Upping table shall be sufficiently surrounded by adequate litter fencing and supported with sufficient '

litter picking personnel to ' preclude significant amounts of litter 'greater than one (1) cubic yard uncompacted density' from

accumulating off-site . The facility shall have a high winds closure/ reduced operations policy and be operated in accordance %vith

such policy.

19. At all times the site perimeter shall be provided with adequate security gates and fencing in good repair (or equivalent effective

barriers'.

20. A qualified geotechnical consultant shall prepare a stability analysis of the site if a slope ratio steeper than three-to-one 13 :1) will be

utilized at any portion of the site . Any measures required in the geotechnical study to ensure that the landfill does not cause a

threat to life or property shall be implemented . The study shall include an engineering analysis that identifies construction
requirements designed to withstand the maximum probable earthquake or maximum credible earthquake pursuant to Title 23 CCR

Chapter 15 . The study shall also be reviewed and approved by the LEA and the CIWMB prior to its implementation.

21. Waste and cover material shall be spread and compacted utilizing methods to maximize compaction and to decrease the attraction of

animals . birds and vectors to the site . Personnel shall not secure the site each day until an inspection confirms that at least six (61
inches of compacted cover have been deposited over all waste and is sufficient to prevent such attraction . On-site and off-site litter

shall not be allowed to accumulate . so as to create such an attraction.

.22. Alternatives to soil covers. shall be reviewed and approved by the LEA prior to their implementation .
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number:

36-AA-0041
17 . LEA Conditions (continued):

23. The operator shall take immediate and Independent action to prevent and suppress fires on the project area and shall require
employees to do likewise . The facility shall be maintained with a clearance of flammable material for a minimum distance of one
hundred fifty(150) feet from the periphery of any exposed flammable solid waste, or additional minimum flammable clearance
provisions determined by the local fire protection agency (pursuant to PRC Section 4373.)

24. The operator shall properly equip and maintain noise attenuation and spark arrestor devices (such as mufflers) on all combustion
engines utilized at this facility. All equipment components shall be maintained in good mechanical condition and properly operated
to prevent excessive noise levels and to avoid circumstances capable of starting accidental fires.

25. Where residential receptors are present, adequate noise attenuation buffers shall be installed to reduce noise levels to a sixty (60)
dBA threshold at any point off-site at a distance of one hundred (100) feet from the facility boundary . or if any noise levels are
deemed to exceed the prescribed threshold limits for sensitive noise receptors . pursuant to the San Bernardino County (SBCo)
General Plan . SBCo Code, Development Code and Guidelines.

26. The operator shall prepare and implement a comprehensive site surface drainage and erosion control plan for the facility . The plan
shall prevent significant erosion and siltation impacts both on-site and downstream of the site . The plan shall promote positive
sheet-flow run-off from all deck areas and side-slopes to perimeter channels with no significant erosion . The plan shall provide
adequate sedimentation basins to prevent downstream siltation/ deposition, provide emergency remedial measures for sudden/
great storm events, and include an implementation schedule . The plan shall ensure no negative off-site impacts occur. A copy of
the plan approved under the direction and signature of a California Registered Civil Engineer shall be furnished to the LEA within
one (1) year of SWFP issuance.

27. A qualified landscape architect or botanist shall prepare and implement a revegetation/ landscape plan for the site within one (I)
year of SWFP reissuance . The plan shall provide for an effective vegetative cover with native drought-tolerant vegetation on
disturbed surfaces in those portions of the site where disposal activities have ceased . An effective vegetation cover shall be fifty (5C'
percent coverage of the revegetated areas without permanent irrigation after a five (5) year period.

28. A qualified person shall conduct a field survey prior to excavation or grading of undisturbed portions of the site to identify areas that
may contain potential resources . If no areas are Identified . a report of the field survey shall be prepared and submitted to the San
Bernardino County Museum Archaeological Information Center for review and approval . A copy of the report shall also be
submitted to the County Planning Department Environmental Team for review and approval . If the field survey indicates areas of
potential resource . excavation shall be monitored by a qualified archaeologist . If no specimens are found in the excavation . a report
of such shall be prepared and submitted as directed by the MMR(C)P. Where specimens are found . they shall be properly prepared'
for identification and curation into an established museum repository with an approved report of the findings and appended itemized
Inventory of specimens as directed by the MMR(C)P . The LEA shall be included in all correspondence and transmittal of reports.

29. The operator shall obtain and maintain all necessary easement agreements with plot plans showing the location of all utilities
crossing the site . Copies of such agreements/ plot plans shall be provided to the LEA in a timely manner.

30. Site entry signs shall prominently display all required regulatory information.

14 -



ATTACHMENT 4

. State of California

		

California Environmental
Protection Agency

M E M O R A N D U M

To :

		

Georgianne Anderson

	

Date : April 4, 1995
Permits Branch, South
Permitting and Enforcement Division

~( .
From :	 	 /(~r-~	 t	 ; a 	 .":t.%r_.

Tabetha Willmon
Office of Local Assistance
Diversion, Planning, and Local Assistance Division
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : Conformance Findings for the Trona-Argus Sanitary
Landfill, Facility Number 36-AA-0041

The proposed project involves a permit revision for the Trona-
Argus Sanitary Landfill (TASL) located in an unincorporated
portion of the County of San Bernardino, approximately one mile
north of the community of Argus, and one mile west of the
community of Trona . The 48 acre site is an existing solid waste
disposal facility.

The proposed permit revision addresses changes in operating
conditions which include an increase in daily tonnage from
approximately 18 tons per day to 88 tons per day, implementation
of recycling activities at the landfill, a change in operating
hours, increased site life/site capacity, and installation of
environmental monitoring systems . The landfill accepts mixed
municipal wastes, construction and demolition debris, industrial
and commercial wastes, agricultural wastes, and large and small
dead animals.

Pursuant to AB 939 waste diversion goals, the County plans to
initiate a recycling program at the TASL . This program may
consist of providing drop-off/storage bins for recyclable
materials such as plastic and paper, removal of waste tires, and
diverting loads containing wood, inert solids, used mattresses,
and bulky items to a designated area for storage and removal.

PRC 44009 :

	

Waste Diversion Requirement

Board staff have reviewed the proposed TASL Facilities Permit,
• the Trona-Argus Sanitary Landfill Report of Disposal Site



Georgianne Anderson
36-AA-0041

Information, and the Source Reduction Recycling Element (SRRE)
for the unincorporated portion of the County of San Bernardino.
The County of San Bernardino's SRRE shows a baseyear diversion
rate of 7 .0% . This calculation includes excluded waste types.
The corrected baseyear diversion rate is 3 .7% . The County
expects to achieve a 1995 diversion rate of 25 .5% in part through
programs such as residential curbside collection, drop-off and
buy-back centers, commercial/industrial recycling, institutional
and office recycling, and participation in a regional materials
recovery facility.

Based on this review, staff have determined that the proposed
permit for the TASL will not prevent or substantially impair the
County of San Bernardino's achievement of the waste diversion
requirements of AB 939.

PRC 50000 : Conformance with CoSWMP

On September 23, 1993, the CIWMB received a letter from San
Bernardino County's Department of Environmental Health
Services/Local Enforcement Agency (DENS/LEA) certifying that, on
June 15, 1993, the San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors
adopted Resolution Number 93-155 approving the Trona-Argus
Sanitary Landfill site and project description . This letter also
indicates that the DEHS/LEA received no notices of disapproval or
resolutions of approval from any incorporated cities/towns, with
24 others taking no action . Therefore, pursuant to the statute,
the facility is deemed as approved by the majority of the
cities/towns within the County of,San Bernardino containing a
majority of the population of the incorporated area of the
county . Therefore, the TASL meets the requirements of PRC 50000.

PRC 50000 .5 :

	

Consistency with the General Plan

According to an interoffice memorandum from the County of San
Bernardino Solid Waste Management Department, dated July 13,
1993, the General Plan Team determined that the proposed TASL is
consistent with the County of San Bernardino General Plan . This
letter also finds land use adjacent to, and near the facility is
compatible with the facility and the proposed use . In a
conversation with Gail Cotugna, Senior Associate Planner of the
San Bernardino Solid Waste Management Department, on October 24,
1994, Ms . Cotugna verified that surrounding land use is
compatible and that appropriate mitigation of any negative
impacts associated with the landfill operation has been
considered in the re-permitting of its operation .

•

•
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Summary of Conclusions

Based upon the review of submitted documents, the proposed permit
revision conforms with the provisions of AB 2296 as follows:

1.

	

The permit is consistent with the State's waste
diversion requirements (PRC 44009).

2.

	

The facility has been approved by the County of San
Bernardino and by a majority of the cities within the
county which contain a majority of the population of
the incorporated area of the county (PRC 50000).

3.

	

The facility is consistent with the County of San
Bernardino General Plan (PRC 50000 .5).

If you have any questions or comments, please call Tabetha
Willmon at (916) 255-2659 .

qq
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ATTACHMENT 5

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-372

April 25, 1995

WHEREAS, the Trona-Argus Solid Waste Disposal Facility is a
Class III landfill operated by San Bernardino County ; and

WHEREAS, the San Bernardino County Department of
Environmental Health Services, acting as the Local Enforcement
Agency (LEA), identified significant changes had occurred at the
site in the permit review reports dated October 13, 1989 and
December 27, 1994 ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA entered into a Stipulated Order of
Compliance and Agreement (STIP) with San Bernardino Solid Waste
Management Department on February 5, 1992 with several addendum
that followed, the final addendum being issued November 14, 1994,
with an expiration date of May 26, 1995 ; and

WHEREAS, the STIP requires the operator to submit a complete
application package for a revised permit and allows for a maximum
of 50 TPD to be accepted at the landfill during the interim
period or while a permit revision is be processed ; and

WHEREAS, an application for a permit revision has been
submitted and accepted as complete and correct by the LEA on
January 26, 1995 ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA has submitted to the Board for its review
and concurrence in, or objection to, a revised Solid Waste
Facilities Permit for the Trona-Argus Solid Waste Disposal
Facility ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit and
supporting documents for consistency with the standards adopted
by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements regarding conformance with the San Bernardino County
Plan, consistency with the San Bernardino County General Plan and
waste diversion requirements have been met ; and

WHEREAS, no violations of State Minimum Standards were found
during the March 10, 1995 joint inspection by the LEA and Board
staff ; and



WHEREAS, the San Bernardino Solid Waste Management
Department acting as the Lead Agency prepared an Mitigated
Negative Declaration (MND) (State Clearinghouse Number 92062053)
for the proposed project ; the proposed project will not have a
significant effect on the environment ; mitigation measures were
made a condition of the approval of the project ; and the Lead
Agency filed the Notice of Determination with the County Clerk on
January 26, 1993;

WHEREAS, Board staff have review the environmental documents
and found the 1992 document's analysis was for 17 acres ; the
proposed permit and supporting documents are for 19 acres ; Board
staff have requested an addendum to the MND be developed and
submitted to staff to ensure the requirements of CEQA have been
satisfied ; and

WHEREAS, the County of San Bernardino has established an
enterprise fund and pledge of revenue for the financial assurance
mechanism for closure and post closure maintenance of the
landfill satisfying the requirements, however, the operator must
demonstrate the required amount of coverage pursuant to CCR
Section 18282 by the fund anniversary date of April 26, 1995.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 36-AA-0041, provided an
addendum to the Negative Declaration is prepared and submitted to
Board staff ; and the required amount of coverage for the
financial assurances is deposited by the fund anniversary date of
April 26, 1995 .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25, 1995

AGENDA ITEM I7
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the
Victorville Solid Waste Disposal Site Solid Waste
Disposal Site, San Bernardino County.

COMMITTEE ACTION:

The Permitting and Enforcement Committee's
recommendations regarding this project were not
available at the time this item went to print.

•

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name:

Facility Type:

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Permitted
Daily Capacity:

Proposed
Daily Capacity :

Victorville Solid Waste Disposal Site,
Facility No . 36-AA-0045

Class - III Solid Waste Disposal Site

Northeast of the City of Victorville, north
of Stoddard Wells Road, which is accessible
off of Highway 15

67 acres, 80 acres used currently for
landfilling

Surrounding land use within 1000' is Resource
Conservation and Commercial General

Approximately 22 tons per day

An average of 300 peak of 660 tons per day

Operational
Status : Active since 1966, permitted since 1979,

currently operating under a Stipulated Order
of Compliance which allows the facility to
accept 270 tons per day

Waste Type :

	

Mixed municipal ; construction and demolition
waste ; industrial and commercial wastes;
septic pumping wastes, chemical toilet
wastes, and agricultural wastes

\l3
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April 25, 1995

4,100,000 cubic yards total capacity,
approximately 1,502,687 cubic yards
remaining, with a life expectancy of
approximately 4 years based on the current
disposal rate

County of San Bernardino,
Solid Waste Management Department
Gerry Newcombe, Deputy Director

Contract Operator : Since 1991, Norcal Solid Waste Systems, Inc.

Volumetric
Capacity:

Operator:

Owner:

LEA:

Proposed Project

U .S . Bureau of Land Management
California Desert District Office
Mr . Henri Bison, District Manager

San Bernardino County
Department of Environmental Health Services
Local Solid Waste Enforcement Agency
Ms . Pamella Bennett, Director

The proposed project would allow the operator to increase the
permitted peak daily tonnage, increase the site capacity, lessen
the site's closure year, and increase the site personnel and
equipment . Additional changes addressed by the proposed project
include a change in hours of operation, and the addition of an
environmental monitoring system, a scale house and recycling
activities.

Daily permitted maximum tonnage will increase from 22 tons per
day of waste to an average of 300, with a peak of 660 tons per
day of waste . The proposed permit will establish a capacity of
4 .1 million cubic yards and an height limit of 80 feet above
natural grade . Although there will be an increase in the site's
capacity this will not extend the closure year, 'but instead, due
to the increase in daily tonnage, will slightly reduce the number
of remaining years from the year 2000 to the year 1999 . The 1979
Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP) allows operations 24 hours
per day, seven days a week . The proposed permit would restrict
the hours to 8 :00 a .m . to 4 :30 p .m ., Monday through Sunday . The
proposed permit would limit the area used for disposal from 80
acres, described in the 1979 permit, to 67 acres described in the
proposed permit . Additionally, environmental monitoring
systems, such as landfill gas and groundwater monitoring wells
have been added to the site since the issuance of the 1979 SWFP .
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SUMMARY:

Site History The county has owned and operated this solid waste
disposal facility since 1966 . In 1979, Victorville Solid Waste
Disposal Site was permitted as what is known today as a Class-III
landfill by the State Solid Waste Management Board . The permit
allowed an average of 22 tons of waste to be deposited on this
80-acre parcel with a projected life expectancy of 21 years.

The LEA identified significant changes in permit review reports
dated November'20, 1989 and October 20, 1994 . The permit review
report stated that there has been significant changes in the
operating days and hours, types and volumes of wastes received,
facility user traffic, site life/site capacity, salvage
operations, and maximum daily tonnages.

On February 4, 1992, the site was issued a Stipulated Order of
Compliance and Agreement (STIP) which expired on August 1, 1992.
This STIP was reissued on February 19, 1993 (expiration date of
October 30, 1993), on November 4, 1993 (expiration date of April
22, 1994), and again on March 22, 1994 (expiration date of
October 20, 1994) . The final addenda to the STIP has since been
issued on November 15, 1994 with a new expiration date of April
17, 1995 . The STIP requires the operator to submit a complete
application package for a revised permit . The first STIP
specified that the site was limited to accept a maximum of 200
tons per day of waste, this was increased to allow an average of
270 tons per day of waste . The facility is currently accepting
an average of 315 tons per day.

The current permit allows for the disposal of septic tank
pumpings at this facility . However, the facility is not in
compliance with Provision II-11 of the Waste Discharge
Requirements Order No . 6-85-135, which requires that the facility
be in full compliance with discharge specifications 1 .B .8 and
1 .B .9 by December 1, 1989 . These specifications require that the
septage ponds meet siting and construction standards described in
23 CCR for Class II surface impoundments . The Lahonton Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) was contacted on this issue
and it was explained that the operator is currently working with
the RWQCB on developing a closure plan for the septage ponds ..

Groundwater monitoring results show inorganic constituents
degrading groundwater in the vicinity of the septage ponds . The
RWQCB had on June 30, 1993 requested the submittal of an
Evaluation Monitoring Plan (EMP) by the operator . On October 4,
1993, the RWQCB received the EMP from the operator, this was
conditionally approved on January 31, 1995 . The RWQCB was
contacted to determine whether the operator is currently

\\5
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complying with the requirements of the RWQCB to assess and
mitigate the groundwater contamination . The RWQCB representative
responded that currently the operator is in compliance with RWQCB
requests.

Proiect Description : Victorville Solid Waste Disposal Site is
located approximately four miles northeast of the community of
Victorville in the unincorporated area of the County . According
to the County's General Plan, over one-half of the area within 1
mile of the site is designated as residential, while the rest of
the area is in an industrial land use district . Currently, a
construction storage facility and a sand and limestone production
factory are located adjacent to the southeast side of the site.
There are no structures within 1,000 feet of the landfill.

Refuse comes to the facility in collection trucks and public
vehicles . Vehicles carrying waste are stopped at the scalehouse
and weighed . Waste loads are also checked for recyclable
material, and visually checked for hazardous materials, prior to
being directed to the working face, where the waste is unloaded
at the toe of the previous cell . The refuse collection trucks
and private vehicles are directed by traffic flow personnel to
unload in separate, yet, confined areas . A dozer spreads the
waste approximately two feet deep across the working face, then
compacts the waste by making several passes over the refuse . At
least one employee, trained in hazardous waste load checking, is
present at the tipping area to watch each customer unload to
ensure no hazardous waste enters the disposal facility.

Tires are received randomly on a daily basis . Waste tires are
separated from the waste stream and stockpiled temporarily away
from the active face . On a routine basis, or at least before
acquiring 500 tires, the waste tires will be removed by a
licensed hauler for off-site recycling or for use as fuel in
cement plant kilns.

Septic wastes will be discharged into an appropriate surface
impoundment at the direction of the landfill operation
supervisor . The depth of the liquid level of the pond is
approximately one foot . Once accumulated solids to the depth of
two feet from the original grade (bottom of the pond) no more
liquids will be disposed of in that pond until it drys out to at
least 50 percent solids . The solids will then be excavated and
landfilled along with the other wastes.

Before the end of the working day the working face is covered
with at least 6 inches of compacted soil . Daily and intermediate
cover is currently obtained from an on-site borrow area . However
within the next year the operator will have to obtain cover off

Ilb
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site . The County is considering either purchasing or obtaining
grading permits to develop additional land for use as a landfill
cover source . The land is owned by the Bureau of Land Management
and located adjacent to the Victorville Disposal Site . The land
that may be acquisitioned is not part of the permitted boundary.
Areas anticipated to remain inactive for 180 days are covered
with at least 12 inches of compacted soil.

Environmental Controls Environmental control measures for
impacts from potential problems of dust, litter, noise, odor,
vectors, fire, drainage, groundwater and landfill gas control and
monitoring associated with the landfill are addressed in the
Report of Disposal Site Information as follows:

Noise levels of the on-site operating equipment are controlled by '
proper maintenance of mufflers . Additionally, there are no
receptors within 1000 feet of the landfill.

Potential odors associated with refuse are controlled by the
application of cover material . The working face will be kept
small so as to minimize the area of exposed waste.

Litter is controlled by spreading and compacting the waste and by
keeping the working face to a minimal size . Permanent litter
fences at various locations around the landfill and portable
litter fences are deployed around the active disposal area . The
working area and site are policed regularly to pick up any
accumulated litter . Loads entering the facility are required to
be covered . Additional litter crews are dispatched as necessary.

Dust is controlled by well maintained access roads and frequent
watering . Chemical dust suppressants may be used in the future
if needed . In general, the water truck sprays the access roads.
three times a day.

Voids within the daily cell, which could produce rodent and
insect harborage, are minimized by multiple spreading and
compacting of waste and cover . Site personnel frequently inspect
the landfill for rodent activity . If pest activity is observed,
site personnel will contact a pest control specialist for advice.

Bird problems are controlled by prompt compaction and daily cover
and by controlling on-site litter . The site is inspected daily
to verify that the waste has been adequately covered and that no
food sources are available for ravens on site .
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Additionally, a program was developed by a qualified biologist to
monitor raven population at the disposal site and surrounding
public lands . The purpose of this program is to determine
potential raven habitat and migratory behavior . Appropriate
measures will be developed through implementation of this program
to reduce potential habitat at the site and eliminate and/or
reduce existing use of the site by ravens . The implementation
program shall be prepared by the County in conjunction with BLM,
the U .S . Fish and Wildlife Service, and the California Department
of Fish and Game, and shall be approved by the County and BLM.
This program will be implemented within 1 year after approval of
the permit revision . All feasible mitigation measures developed
through this program shall be incorporated into project design
and/or operations.

The scale house and the landfill's vehicles and equipment are
equipped with fire extinguishers . Any minor fires occurring on
the landfill will be extinguished by the landfill personnel using
cover soil or water . Local fire departments will be contacted if
the fire cannot be controlled by on-site personnel and equipment.

The facility's drainage design is planned to direct stormwater
runoff away from the landfill in an expedient manner to minimize
the potential for leachate production and to protect the site
from erosion . The design includes benches . and downdrains to
collect runoff from the operating deck area and side slopes to
perimeter channels for conveyance off-site . The run-on drainage
area is limited, by the topography of the surrounding land . The
potential run-on is channeled around the landfill by a perimeter
drainage ditch.

At least one employee, trained in hazardous waste load checking,
is present at the tipping area to watch each customer unload.
The employee's job is to identify and remove household hazardous
waste the from waste stream and inspect several incoming
collection trucks . They also log any vehicle which is seen
dumping any hazardous waste . Any hazardous waste incident would
be handled by the County's Hazardous Waste Response Team.

No landfill gas recovery system is planned for the site.
However, the operator does monitor landfill gas on a routine
basis . The most recent monitoring results indicate that the
methane levels at the site are below Title 14, California Code of
Regulations action levels .
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Resource Recovery The facility proposes the separation of
tires, construction/demolition debris, wood waste, used
mattresses, appliances, waste tires, and salvaging of bulky
items . Recyclable materials will be moved off site on a schedule
approved by the LEA.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC), Section 44009,
the Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the
issuance of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Since the proposed
permit for this facility was received on March 29, 1995 the last
day the Board may act is May 28, 1995.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the permit and supporting documentation, and have found
that the proposed permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making the determination the
following requirements were considered:

• 1 . Conformance with County Plan

Since the site is a disposal site and the proposed permit
would allow the site to accept a significant increase in the
amount of waste, the LEA must certify compliance with
section 50000 of the PRC . On June 22, 1993, the San
Bernardino County Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution
Number 91-171 approving Victorville Solid Waste Disposal
Site's site and project description . No notices of approval
or disapproval were received from the incorporated
cities/towns . Therefore, the facility is deemed approved by
the majority of the cities/towns within the county
containing a majority of the population of the incorporated
area . The LEA has made the determination the facility has
complied with the requirement of PRC 50000 (a)(3), as stated
in their letter dated September 28, 1993 . Board staff agree
with said determination.

2 .

	

Consistency with General Plan

A memorandum from the County of San Bernardino, dated July
13, 1993, determined that the proposed Victorville Solid
Waste Disposal Site is consistent with the County's General
Plan and that the landfill is compatible with the
surrounding land uses . Board staff agree with said finding.

•
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3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Diversion, Planning, and Local
Assistance Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC
44009, to determine if the record contains substantial
evidence that the proposed project would prevent or
substantially impair the achievement of waste diversion
goals . Based on available information, staff have
determined that the issuance of the proposed permit would
neither prevent nor substantially impair San Bernardino
County from meeting its waste diversion goals . The analysis
used in making this determination is included as Attachment
4.

4.

	

California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation, circulation and
adoption/ certification of an environmental document and
adoption of a Mitigation Reporting or Monitoring Program.

The San Bernardino County Planning Department (County),
acting as Lead Agency prepared a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND), SCH #92062077, for the proposed project.
As required by the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the MND identified the proposed project's potential
significant environmental impacts and provided mitigation
measures that would reduce those impacts to a less than
significant levels . Board staff reviewed the MND and
provided comments to the County on July 21, 1992 . It should
be noted that the MND proposed an increase in the peak
tonnages of approximately 50% over the average daily
tonnages generated . The surrounding land use is designated
Resource Conservation and allows no substantial development.
The County prepared and submitted an adequate response to
comments on December 16, 1992 . The project was adopted as
approved and a Notice of Determination (NOD) was filed by
the County Board of Supervisors on March 4, 1993.

A Mitigation Reporting or Monitoring Program (MRMP) was
adopted . Potential environmental impacts and mitigation
measures associated with the proposed project for the permit
revision of the Victorville Solid Waste Disposal Site, Solid
Waste Facilities Permit #36-AA-0045, are identified and

• incorporated in the MRMP.

After reviewing the MND and the responses to comments, Board
staff have determined that CEQA documents are adequate for
the Board's evaluation of the proposed project for those

l20
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project activities which are within this Agency's expertise
and/or powers or which are required to be carried out or
approved by the Board.

5.

	

Consistency with State Minimum Standards

The LEA and Board staff have determined that the facility's
design and operation are in compliance with the State
Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal
based on a review of the submitted Report of Disposal Site
Information and addenda thereto and upon monthly site
inspections . The most recent LEA and Board staff joint
inspection was conducted on February 10, 1995 and the
facility was found in compliance with all State Minimum
Standards.

6.

	

Closure/Post Closure Maintenance Plans and Financial
Mechanism Requirements

Title 14, California Code of Regulations (CCR), section
18268 requires Closure and PostClosure Maintenance Plans for
solid waste disposal facilities . The required preliminary
plans for the landfill were deemed complete by the Board's
Closure and Remediation Branch on April 8, 1994.

The County of San Bernardino has established an enterprise
fund and pledge of revenue as the financial assurance
mechanisms for closure and post closure maintenance of the
Victorville Solid Waste Disposal Site . The mechanisms meet
the requirements of Title 14, CCR, Division 7, Chapter 5,
Article 3 .5, section 18285 and 18290 . The enterprise fund
balance is at an acceptable level consistent with 14 CCR
section 18282(b)(2).

The operator is required to demonstrate the required amount
of coverage pursuant to section 18282 of the Regulations by
the fund anniversary date of April 26, 1995 . The operator
has indicated that he will provide the required data by the
second week of April for all nineteen county owned
landfills.

7. Operating Liability

The County of San Bernardino has submitted a Certificate of
Self-Insurance and Risk Management to demonstrate operating
liability coverage for Victorville Solid Waste Disposal

•

	

Site . The Certificate of the Self-Insurance meets the
requirements of Title 14, CCR, section 18237 .

VI\
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April 25, 1995

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit has been
proposed, the Board must either concur with or object to the
proposed permit as submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 95-375
concurring in the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
36-AA-0045.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Site Map
3. Permit No . 36-AA-0045
4. AB2296 Finding of Conformance
5. Permit Decision No . 95-375

Prepared by : G . AndersonUI	 •P"	 Phone :255-2375
1JJ

	

q/u195
Reviewed by .	 n	 r,	 Jr . ' .-ampleton	 Phone :255-2453

Reviewed by : Douglas Okumura,	 Phone :255-2431

Legal Review : /ttt.c~p_y	 Date/Time

l
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ATTACHMENT 1

Victorville
Disposal Site -'

FIGURE 1
LOCATION OF
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

SAN BERNARDINO . CALIFORNIA (02

Victorville
Disposal Site
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

1 . Facility/Permit Number.

36-AA-0045

`Name and Street Address of Facility:
VICTORVILLE
SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL SITE
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DEPT
NW OF STODDARD WELLS ROAD
N OF CITY OF VICTORVILLE

3. Name and Mailing Address of Operator.

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DEPT
222 E . HOSPITALITY LN, 2ND FLOOR

4. Name and Mailing Address of Owner.
U S DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT (BLM)
FEDERAL OFFICE BUILDING
ROOM E 2841

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92415-0017 2800 COTTAGE WAY
SACRAMENTO , CA 95825

5. Specifications:

a Permitted Operations : I)

	

Composting Facility
(mixed wastes)

I)

	

Composting Facility
(yard waste)

IXI

	

Landfill Disposal Site

I

	

I

I)

I)

Processing Facility

Transfer Station

Transformation Facility

I

	

I Material Recovery Facility

8:00 am to 4 :30 pm - Monday
Easter . Fourth of July . Labor

IXI Liquid Septic Waste Class II Surface Impoundments
(Drying Ponds)

b . Permitted Hours/Days of Operation:

c. Permitted Tons per Operating Day

Non-Hazardous - General
Non-Hazardous - Liquid Septic Waste
Non-Hazardous - Other
Designated
Hazardous

Permitted Traffic Volume:

Incoming vehicles with waste materials
Outgoing vehicles

e . Key Design Parameters

through Sunday - 359 days/year - Site closed New year's Day,
Day. Memorial Day, Thanksgiving Day and Christmas Day

Total:

	

PEAK DAILY LOADING 660 Tons/Day

ANY %VITHIN TOTAL 660 Tons/Day
12 TONS/DAY (WITHIN TOTAL 660) Tons/Day

(NONE) Tons/Day
(NONE) Tons/Day
(NONE) Tons/Day

UP TO 295 Vehicles/Day

ANY WITHIN TOTAL 295 Vehicles/Day
ANY WITHIN TOTAL 295 Vehicles/Day

Total Di . (sal Foo -rant Transfer

	

MRF

	

Cam ••stln :

	

Transformation

Permitted Area fin acres)

	

80 87 ACRES NONE

	

NONE

	

NONE

	

NONE

Design Capacity
:'rok

	

r,Z
Max . Elevation (Ft . MSU

	

$S'mt"~

	

"""
Max . Depth (Ft . MSL)iµae'xea.a\ax

Estimated Closure Date

	

i~H

4 .1 MILLION CUBIC YARDS

	

NONE

	

NONE

	

NONE

	

NONE
S

	

ix	n L

	

",
3080

2900 r ,1yY'h 'xF,

b

	

z

	

',

	

x

	

~~
=g.cf„s~

	

< s

	

s

	

e - - .i~ v

	

~x„a ..z o

	

Axe mw

-

	

Y

	

r

	

<~-mss

^'. . .':':

	

::^' .3

	

.

	

~

	

~e.*v'~cL!~.̀r .,'`~ sx~ ..

The permit Is granted solely to the operator named above, and Is not transferable . Upon a change of operator, the peimlt is subject to
revocation or suspension . The attached permit findings and conditions are integral parts of this permit and supersede the conditions of any
previously issued solid waste facilities permit.

6 . Approval : 7. Enforcement Agency Name and Address:
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL

HEALTH SERVICES - LEA -
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
385 NORTH ARROWHEAD AVE . .
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92415-0160

Approving Officer Signature

PAMELLA BENNETT. DIRECTOR

8. Received by CIWMB:

MAR 2 9 199;93

9 . CIWMB Concurrence Date:

1993

Permit Review Due Date:

1998

11 . Permit Issued Date:

.1993
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES

PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number.

36-AA-0045

12 . Legal Description of Facility:
PORTIONS OF SEI14 OF NW114 AND NE114 OF SW114 OF SECTION 23, T6N, RAW, SAN BERNARDINO BASELINE & MERIDIAN

13 . Findings:
a

	

Changes in Ste Identification & Description were not identified in the 1986 (latest) County Solid Waste Management Plan . A Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan
has not been approved by the CIWMB .

	

The LEA certifies, pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) § 50000 that the SBCo Board of Superv isors and a majority of the SBCo
Cities / Towns with a majority of the population of the incorporated area of the County have approved the Site Identification & Description.

b.

	

This permit is consistent with standards adopted by .the CIWMB pursuant to PRC § 44010 and all applicable Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Subtitle D
requirements .

	

-

c.

	

The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with State Minimum Standards for Sofa Waste Handling and Disposal as determined by the LEA

d.

	

The local fire protection district, the San Bernardino County Rre Department, has (pursuant to PRC§ 44151 - re: PRC §4371 et . seq .) determined that the facility is in
conformance with applicable fire standards.

e .

	

A Notice of Determination on proposed changes at the facility was filed on March 15, 1993 with the State Office of Planning and Research (OPR) pursuant to PRC § 21081 .6

1.

	

The authorized agent of the local governing body, the San Bernardino County Planning Department has [pursuant to PRC § 50000 .5(a)] determined that proposed changes are
consistent with and designated in the applicable general plan.

g .

	

The authorized agent of the local governing body, the San Bernardino County Planning Department has [pursuant to PRC § 50000 .5(b)] found surrounding land use compatible
with proposed changes at the facility.

14 .

	

Prohibitions: The perrnittee is prohibited from accepting any non-hazard waste requiring special handling, designated waste, or hazardous waste unless such waste is
specifically listed below, and unless the acceptance of such waste is authorized by all applicable permits:

1 .

	

Liquid septic waste for drying in the designated Class II surface impoundments (ponds).
2.

	

Temporary storage of hazardous waste (detected in the hazardous waste screening/ exclusion program) in the designated hazardous waste temporary storage
shed.

	

(end of list)

The permittee is additionally prohibited from : accepting friable or nonldable asbestos, sewage sludge, and burying whole tires or metallic d iscards (as defined by AB1760 -
effective January 1, 1994) and from allowing any open burning or scavenging.

15 . The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility:

[X) Periodic Site Review 0512291

	

[X] Bureau of Land Management (BIM) Regulatory Compliance Audit 1990

[X] Report of Facility Information 03/3093 (Original)

	

[X) Planning Department Consistency Findings (County General Plan) 0711393

[X] Waste Discharge Requirement 11/1495 & 0910993 (Blanket)

	

[X] Planning Department Compatibility Findings (Surrounding Land Use) 07/1393

[X] Contract Operator Doamens 0925189

	

(XJ Amendment(s) to RFI 052394 1027194

[X] Notice of Determination - OPR Filing 03/1593

	

(X) BLM Facility Site Lease Agreement 0228166

[X) Mitigation Monitoring/ Reporting (Compliance) Program 11194

	

[X] BLM Amendment Letter Extending Lease 0622194

[XI BLM Borrow Area Lease Agreement 061694

	

[X] NPDES (Stormwater) Permit - Notice of Intent 05x0294

[X) Fire Protection District Findings 099993

	

[X) USEPA Generator ID CAD982495848 08/0690

[XI Preliminary Closure & Preliminary Postclosure Maintenance Plans Deemed Complete 09/1594

	

[7() Enterprise Fund Letter Financial Assurance For Closure, Postdosure &

[X) Subtitle 0 'Footprint' Documentation 1004193

	

Corrective Action Approved 09128194

[X] County Operating Procedures Manual for County Sanitary Landfill June, 1983

	

[)() Certificate of Self-Insurance for operating liability claims 12117192

[X) PRC §50000 Certification by LEA 092893

	

(XJ DEHS Hazardous Waste Generator Permit

	

-

	

' 033194

(X] Mojave Desert AOMD Clearance letter 12/1793

	

(X] DEHS Hazardous Waste Handler Permit 0313194

(X] State Department of Fish & Game Streambed Alteration Permit 01/1995

	

[X] County (DEHSSWMD) Indemnification Contract MA:

(OS
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Faclllty/Permit Number.

36-AA-0045

16 . Self Monitoring: In addition to sell-monitoring programs and the Caffomia Environmental Quality Ad (CEQA) mitigation monitoring and reporting program
described in other documents controlling this facility, the following programs shall be reported to the LEA and others as follows:

Program Reporting Frequency Agency Reported To

Summary of daily records (in tons/ day) per:
solid

	

waste

	

received,

	

liquid

	

septic

	

waste Quarterly ' LEA'
received, salvaged/ recovered materials leaving
site (per type) ; daily visual estimate of recovered
materials stored on-site (in weight, volume or
count per type).

Summary of daily motor vehicle counts (in Quarterly ' LEA'
vehicles/day) per vehicles :

	

entering with solid
waste, entering with liquid septic waste, leaving
with recovered materials.

Summary

	

of

	

public

	

complaints

	

received, Quarterly' LEA'
regulatory notices received, and the operators
responses/ corrective actions taken.

Summary of entries in Log of Special/ Unusual Quarterly' LEA'
Occurrences

	

and

	

operator's

	

responses/
corrective actions taken.

mary of

	

record-keeping

	

specified in the
azardous/ PCB! Prohibited Waste Screening/ (per DEHS-Haz-Mat') LEA DEHS-HAZ-MAT'

Exclusion Program including : quantities/ types of
materials

	

discovered,

	

responses/

	

corrective
actions

	

taken,

	

interinV

	

final

	

disposition

	

of
materials and public education activities.

Vector inspection! control program (as may be (per SBCVCD') LEA, San Bernardino County Vector Control
specified in the RDSI) . District (SBCVCD) '

Water

	

quality

	

control

	

of

	

contaminants

	

-
monitoring, reporting, remediation and related
programs

	

including :

	

Waste

	

Discharge (per local CRWQCB') LEA, local California Regional Water Quality
Requirements,

	

water

	

SWATs,

	

Clean-up

	

& Control Board (CRWQCB)
Abatement Orders/

	

Workplans/ Remediation
Schedules, NPDES Permits.

Air

	

quality

	

management

	

of

	

emissions

	

- (per local AQMD ') LEA, local Air Quality Management District
monitoring, reporting, remediation and related (AQMD) '
programs including : fugitive dust (PM 1e) control,
LFG monitoring/ control, air SWATs, AQMD
equipment permits .

(' = Reporting due by the 15th of the month
following the end of the reporting period, OR
else when due as specified by the controlling

regulatory authority .)

(' =Plus reporting to all other local, state
and federal regulatory authority with

jurisdiction at the facility .)

n



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number.

36-AA-0045
17 . LEA Conditions:

[NOTE: LEA conditions listed here shall be in addition to conditions of other documents controlling operation of this facility .)

1. The operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as specified in Title 14 California Code of Regulations
(CCR) . The operator shall not operate this facility without possession of all required permits/ regulatory approvals . The operator shall inspect the site at least
once each day of operation to ensure compliance with all applicable standards/ conditions! mitigations/ permits/ regulations.

2. The operator shall comply with all federal, state, and local requirements and enactments including all mitigation and monitoring measures developed in
accordance with any certified environmental document filed pursuant to Public Resources Code Section (PRC) §21081 .6, and all administrative/ enforcement
orders of all regulatory agencies with jurisdiction at th is facility.

3.

	

The operator shag maintain a complete copy of this Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP), of all other required regulatory permits and of all regulatory
inspection reports, at the facility or other approved location readily accessible to facility personnel, LEA staff and other regulatory personnel.

4.

	

Additional information concerning the design/ operation of this facility shall be furnished upon request to the LEA and other regulatory personnel.

5. The operator shall notify the LEA in writing [with proposed amendments to the Report of Facility Information (RFD], at least one hundred fifty (150) days in
advance of proposed significant changes (as determined by the LEA), in the design/ operation of the facility to allow for early consultation, completion of all
required documents/ due process review/ filing and the completion of all related permitting processes . Such notification shall indude changes (including new
additions) of : processing/ composting/ baling! materials recovery facility (MRF)/ transfer station and/or transformation facility, changes in permitted hours/ days
of operation, permitted tons/day per category, permitted traffic volumes/day per category, permitted total area, disposal footprint, maximum elevation, maximum
depth of waste, and/or estimated closure year, which may be later proposed for this facility.

6. This facility is authorized to conduct limited salvaging and to store recovered materials Of such salvaging/ storage is property desabed in the RDSI or
amendments thereto) for brief periods of time [not to exceed thirty (30) days for any category of material] and only in closable durable containers as specific '
by the LEA. Such limited salvaging/ storage shall only be concluded as pro-approved by the LEA to preclude the creation of health hazards or put
nuisances. The facility shall not to be used as acomposting facility, materials recovery facility (MRF), processing facility, transfer station and/or transformatio
facility. No crushing, grinding, mechanical sorting, composting, or other processing shall occur at the facility location except as the LEA may give prior written
approval for brief [less than thirty (30) day] experimental' pilot project type programs.

7.

	

The LEA reserves the right to suspend and/or modify operations at th is facility when deemed necessary due to any emergency, potential health hazard, and/or
public nuisance.

8.

	

This SWFP is subject to review by the LEA and may be suspended, revoked or modified at any time for sufficient cause.

9. As Outlined in Section 16, the operator shall maintain at the facility, or other approved location, accurate daily records of the tonnage/day and number of
vehicles/day per: incoming solid waste, incoming liquid septic waste, outgoing recovered material (per category) ; and an estimate (by weight, volume or count)
of the total amount of recovered material (per category) stored on-site for brief periods of time. Such records shall be readily accessible at the facility to the
LEA/ other regulatory personnel . A written summary of such tons/day per category, vehicles/day per category, and estimates/day per category, shall be
furnished quarterly to the LEA within fifteen (15) days of the end of each quarter.

10. As outlined in Section 16, the operator shall furnish a written summary of all written complaints (including all regulatory notices such as: Notices of Violation,
Notice and Orders, Clean-up & Abatement Orders) concerning the facility received by the operator during a quarter, and the operator's responses/ corrective
actions taken, to the LEA within fifteen (15) days of the end of each quarter.

11. As outlined in Section 16, the operator shall maintain at the facility, or other approved location, a log of speciallunusual occurrences (S/U 0) . The log shall
indude, but not be limited to : fires, explosions, discharges of unusual waste, significant incidents of personal injury, accidents and/or properly damage . Each
log entry shall be accompanied by a summary of the responses! corrective actions taken by the operator to mitigate any negative impacts of each occurrence.
Days without incidents of S/U 0 shall be noted with an appropriate negative entry for such days such as :'No SAI 0 today' . The operator shall maintain this
log at the facility or other approved location in a manner readily accessible to facility personnel and to the LEA/ other regulatory personnel'. A written summary
of the log entries during a quarter shall be fumished to the LEA within fifteen (15) days of the end of each quarter.

(2
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
I•OLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

17. LEA Conditions (continued):

12. The operator shall maintain an LEA approved hazardous/ PCB/ prohibited waste screening/ exclusion (Ioadcheckmg) program at the fadley which will
adequately protect public health and the environment from illegal on-site d isposal of hazardous/ PCB/ prohibited wastes . It shall include not less than forty-
eight (48) hours per week of on-site loadcheddng by personnel trained in such activities . Signs, brochures, and/or other appropriate communication measures
shag be ut1i:ed by the operator to d irect site users to the nearest Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) collection facility, and inform site users of pending
HHW Round-up activities scheduled for communities within the she's waste-shed . A written summary of all program activities/ results during a quarter, shall
be furnished to the LEA within fifteen (15) days of the end of each quarter.

13. The operator shall comply with the requirements of all applicable laws pertaining to employee heath and safety including maintaining an up-to-date written
CAL-OSHA Injury Illness Prevention Program (IIPP) - (pursuant to Title 8 CCR), on-site and readily available for review by all facility personnel and by the
LEA staff and other regulatory personnel . The IIPP shall include a comprehensive training plan, availability of all necessary on-site work/ protection/ safety
equipment, and adequate on-she first aid supplies . Whenever personnel are at the facility they shall have immediate radio and/or telephone access to a
911 emergency dispatcher.

14.

	

The operator shall maintain an adequate vector monitoring/ control program with updates as directed by the San Bernardino County Vector Control District
(SBCVCD).

15. The operator shall comply with all Waste Discharge Requirements, Clean-Up & Abatement Orders, monitoring, remediation schedules and related
requirements of the Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board (LRWQCB) . The operator shag provide in the operating record and to the LEA, a
LRWQCB approved unsaturated zone monitoring program and approved statistical analysis of SWAT groundwater samples . Degradation of waters connected

to this site shall be promptly remediated in the manner specified by the LRWQCB.

16. The operator shag submit information to the LEA indicating compliance with all rules of the local Air Quality Management District (AQMD) including : fugitive

dust PM, . control, landfill gas (LFG) monitoring/ control, air SWAT compliance and AQMD equipment permits . The operator shall take every reasonable
precaution to control fugitive dust emissions including the use of water and dust paff'iatives . The operator shall annually assess the need for and implement

adequate LFG monitoring/ venting/ collection programs, as may be required by federal, state, (14 CCR Sec . 17258 .23 (a)(b)) regional, and/or local air quality

management standards/ rules . All required AQMD permits shah be obtained/ retained . The operator shall properly maintain all facility equipment and

structures accord ing to the manufacturer's specifications and good engineering/ maintenance practices.

17. The operator shall use all reasonable measures to avoid 'takings' of threatened, endangered, rare, and/or sensitive species, including use of tortoise proof
fendng and authorized raven monitoring/ control measures in accordance with all measures, remediation, and compensations incorporated into any

Cooperative Agreement (CA) with the U . S . Department of Interior - Bureau of Land Management (BLM), U . S . Fish and Wildlife Service (USF&WS), and

the California Department of Fish & Caine (CDF&G).

18.

	

At all times, there shall be adequate protable liner-control fencing and litter picking personnel to preclude lifter from blowin and accumulating off-site.

19. At all times the site perimeter (including any expansion area) shall be provided with adequate security gates and fencing in good repair (or equivalent effective
barriers) . Adequate security gates and fencing shall be in good repair . Septic surface impoundments shall also be provided with adequate security gates

and fencing in good repair. Any raven control exclusion devices, as may be prescribed by BLM, USF&WS and/or CDF&G shall be provided.

20. A qualified geotechnical consultant shall prepare a stability analysis of the site, if a slope ratio steeper than three-to-one (3 :1) will be utilized at any portion

of the site . Any measures required in the geotechnical study to ensure that the landfill does not cause a threat to life or property, shall be implemented.
The study shall include an engineering analysis that identifies construction requirements designed to withstand the maximum probable earthquake or
maximum aedtble earthquake (pursuant to Title 23 CCR Chapter 15) . The study shah be reviewed and approved by the LEA and the CIWMB prior toes

implementation.

21. Waste and cover material shall be spread and compacted utilizing methods to maximize compaction and to decease the attraction of animals, birds and
vectors to the site . Personnel shall not secure the she each day until the operators inspection confirms that at least six (6) inches of compacted cover has
been deposited over all waste and sufficient to prevent such attraction . On-site litter shall not be allowed to accumulate, so as to create such an attraction.

wv000uwrnvcrwnrv

Facility/Permit Number.

36-AA-0045



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID. WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number.

36-AA-0045
17 . LEA Cond itions (continued):

22.	Ahematives to soil covers, shall be reviewed and approved by the LEA prior to their implementation.

23. The operator steal take immediate and independent action to prevent and suppress fires on the project area, and shall require employees to do likewise.
The facility shall be maintained with a clearance of flammable material for a minimum distance of one hundred fifty (150) feet from the periphery of any
exposed flammable solid waste, or add itional minimum flammable clearance provisions determined by the local fire protection agency (pursuant to PRC
§4373).

24. The operator shall properly equip and maintain noise attenuation and spark arrestor devices (such as mufflers) on all combustion engines utilized at this
facility . All equipment components shall be maintained in good mechanical condition and property operated to prevent excessive noise levels and
circumstances capable of starting accidental fires.

25. Where residential receptors are present, adequate no ise attenuation buffers shall be installed to reduce no ise levels to a sixty (60) dBA threshold at any point
off-site at a d istance of one hundred (100) feet from the facility boundary, or if any noise levels are deemed to exceed the prescribed threshold limits for
sensitive noise receptors,pursuant to the. San Bernardino County (SBCo) General Plan, SBCo Code, Development Code and Guidelines.

26. The operator shall prepare and implement a comprehensive site surface drainage and erosion control plan for the facility . The plan shall prevent significant
erosion and siltation impacts both on-she and downstream of the site . The plan shall promote positive sheet-flow runoff from all deck areas and side-slopes
to perimeter channels with no significant erosion. The plan shall provide adequate sedimentation basins to prevent downstream siltation/ deposition, shall
provide emergency remedial measures for sudden/ great storm events, and shall include an implementation schedule . The plan shall ensure no negative
off-site impacts occur . A copy of the plan approved under the direction and signature of a California Registered Civil Engineer shall be furnished to the LEA
within one (1) year of SWFP issuance.

27. A qualified landscape architect or botan ist shall prepare and implement a revegetation/ landscape plan for the site within one (1) year of SWFP reissuance.
The plan shall provide for an effective vegetative cover with native drought-tolerant vegetation on disturbed surfaces in those portions of the site whet
disposal activities have ceased . An effective vegetation cover shall be fifty (50) percent coverage of the revegetated areas without permanent irrigation aft,
a five (5) year period.

28. The operator shall provide final cover over all areas in accordance with the final grading plan and commence revegetatbn in accordance with the approved
revegetation plan . Where and when final elevation has been attained or a disaete segregated area of the site can no longer receive waste, final cover shall
also be provided.

29. A qualified person shall conduct a field survey prior to excavation of grading of undisturbed portions of the site, to identify areas that may contain potential
resources . If no areas are identified, a report of the field survey shall be prepared and submitted to the San Bernardino County Museum Archaeological
Information Center for review and approval . A copy of the report shall also be submitted to the County Planning Department Environmental Team, for review
and approval . If the field survey indicates areas of potential resource, excavation shall be monitored by a qualified archaeologist . II no specimens are found
in the excavation, a report of such shall be prepared and submitted as directed by the MMR(C)P . Where specimens are found, they shall be properly
prepared for identification and a/ration into an established museum repository with an approved report of findings with appended itemized inventory of
specimens as directed by the MMR(C)P . The LEA shall be included in all correspondence and transmittal of reports.

30.

	

The operator shall obtain/ maintain at necessary easement agreements with plot plans showing the location of all utilities crossing the site . Copies of such
agreements/ plot plans shall be provided to the LEA in a timely manner.

31.

	

Site entry signs shall prominently display al required regulatory information.

32.

	

If required to be installed, all appropriate water treatment facifty permits and associated well permits must be properly secured with copies submitted to the
LEA

33.

	

The SWMD shall submit to the LEA a statement from the BLM indicating the status of the land patentfease application.

34.

	

Per RCRA Subtitle D requirements, the operator will submit a draft report addressing the requirement or exemption for installation of a landfill gas collection
system to the LEA.

35. In conjunction with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), U .S . Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG), an .'
qualified biologist, the Solid Waste Management Department (SWMD) will implement a raven monitoring program and develop appropriate measures to reduce
and/or eliminate existing use of the disposal site as a habitat for ravens . This program will be submitted to the LEA within nine months of a re-permit
concurrence and implemented within year of the re-permitting date of record.

L9



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Page 7 of 7

Facility/Permit Number.

36-AA-0045
17 . LEA Conditions (continued):

36. It and when any proposed plans for alternate daily cover are submitted to the LEAICIWMB for demonstration, It will include appropriate consultation with the
Lahontan RWQCB to insure that any such use of alternative daily cover is consistent with the existing goals, objectives, outstanding Clean-up and Abatement
Orders, and related issues.

37. Existing unlined surface impoundments (for receiving septic wastes) shall have no runoff and shall have sufficient freeboard to contain a twenty-four (24)
hour - one thousand (1,000) year storm event . Double lined Class II septic surface impoundments shall be designed and approval obtained from by the
LRWOCB . The existing septage ponds shall be cleaned and closed on or before July 31, 1996 . Ancillary facilities for such impoundments shall be designed
and maintained in a manner approved by the LEA . Such facilities shall include at a minimum : adequate impoundment perimeter fencing/gates, instructionaV
safety signs, durable discharge pad foundation supports, durable backstops, durable drp mats, rescue poles (or equivalent devices).

38.

	

The operator shall comply with all conditions, mitigation measures, requirements and stipulations of the BLM Free Use Permit (#CA-33499).

39.

	

Removal of Joshua trees shall be in accordance with the stipulations of !he BIM Free Use Permit (#CA33499) and in accordance with Mitigation Measure
#13 of the Mitigation Monitoring and Compliance Program.

40.

	

An alternative to the unlined septage disposal ponds is required . A specific workplan and time schedule of implementation for an alternative septage disposal
method is required . The worlqolan and time schedule is to be submitted to the LEA as well as the LRWOCB.

41.

	

The apptcantloperator shall comply with the agreement for road improvements established with the City of Victorville.

42.

	

The Applicant/operator is approved to excavate on the 37 .5 acre portion of the 80 acre BLM parcel . Approval to operate/excavate on the remaining 42 .5
acre portion of the 80 acre parcel will require re-issuance or revision of the Free Use Permit by BLM .

to
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MEMORANDUMU'	 IJ
	 ' Y tile

To :

	

Suzanne Hambleton

	

Date : March 24, 1995
Permits Branch, South
Permitting and Enforcement Division

i ` yy~~
From :

	

cUll`i
Ta etha Willmon
Office of Local Assistance
Diversion, Planning, and Local Assistance Division
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : Conformance Findings for the Victorville Solid Waste
Sanitary Landfill, Facility Number 36-AA-0045

The proposed project involves a permit revision for the
Victorville Solid Waste Sanitary Landfill (VSWSL) located in an
unincorporated portion of the County of San Bernardino,
immediately north of the incorporated city of Victorville . The
80 acre site is an-existing solid waste disposal facility . The
site was last permitted as a Class II landfill . Under current
regulations, the portion of the site where nonhazardous solid
waste is disposed corresponds to a Class III designation . The
septage ponds included in the proposed Class III permit would be
operated as Class II surface impoundments.

The proposed permit revision addresses changes in operating
conditions which include the following : increase in average daily
tonnage from approximately 22 tons per day to 300 tons per day;
implementation of recycling activities at the landfill ; a change
in operating hours ; increased site life/site capacity ;'and,
addition of personnel and equipment . The landfill accepts mixed
municipal wastes, inert solids, nonhazardous solid wastes and
liquid septic wastes.

Pursuant to AB 939 waste diversion goals, the County plans to
initiate a recycling program at the VSWSL . This program may
consist of drop-off/storage bins, removal of waste tires, and
diverting loads containing wood, inert solids, used mattresses,
and bulky items to a designated area for storage and removal.

State of California

•
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PRC 44009 : Waste Diversion Requirement

Board staff have reviewed the proposed VSWSL Facilities Permit,
the Victorville Sanitary Landfill Report of Disposal Site
Information, and the Source Reduction Recycling Elements (SRREs)
for the unincorporated portion of the County of San Bernardino
and the City of Victorville . The County of San Bernardino's SRRE
shows a baseyear diversion rate of 7 .0% . This calculation
includes excluded waste types . The corrected baseyear diversion
rate is 3 .7% . The County expects to achieve a 1995 diversion
rate of 25 .5% in part through programs such as residential
curbside collection, drop-off and buy-back centers,
commercial/industrial' recycling, institutional and office
recycling, and participation in a regional materials recovery
facility.

The City of Victorville identifies, in its SRRE, the
implementation of various source reduction, recycling and
composting programs during the short-term . According to the
City's preliminary SRRE, Victorville expects to achieve a
diversion rate of 39 .2% by 1995, although this figure includes
excluded waste types.

Based on this review, staff have determined that the proposed
permit for the VSWSL will not prevent or substantially impair'the

•

	

County of San Bernardino's achievement of the waste diversion
requirements of AB 939.

PRC 50000 : Conformance with CoSWMP

On September 28, 1993, the San Bernardino County Department of
Environmental Health Services/Local Enforcement Agency (DENS/LEA)
drafted a letter certifying that, on June 22, 1993, the San
Bernardino County Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution Number
93-171 approving the Victorville Sanitary Landfill site and
project description . This letter also indicates that the
DEHS/LEA received no notices of disapproval or resolutions of
approval from any incorporated cities/towns, with 24 others
taking no action . Therefore, pursuant to the statute, the
facility is deemed as approved by the majority of the
cities/towns within the County of San Bernardino containing a
majority of the population of the incorporated area of the
county . Therefore, the VSWSL meets the requirements of PRC 50000.

PRC 50000 .5 :

	

Consistency with the General Plan

According to an interoffice memorandum from the County of San
Bernardino Solid Waste Management Department, dated July 13,
1993, the General Plan Team determined that the proposed VSWSL is
consistent with the County of San Bernardino General Plan . This

•

	

letter also finds land use adjacent to, and near the facility is
compatible with the facility and the proposed use . In a

72



conversation with Gail Cotugna, Senior Associate Planner of the
San Bernardino Solid Waste Management Department, on October 24,
1994, Ms . Cotugna verified that surrounding land use is
compatible and that appropriate mitigation of any negative
impacts associated with the landfill operation has been
considered in the re-permitting of its operation.

Summary of Conclusions

Based upon the review of submitted documents, the proposed permit
revision conforms with the provisions of AB 2296 as follows:

1.

	

The permit is consistent with the State's waste
diversion requirements (PRC 44009).

2.

	

The facility has been approved by the County of San
Bernardino and by a majority of the cities within the
county which contain a majority of the population of
the incorporated area of the county (PRC 50000).

3.

	

The facility is consistent with the County of San
Bernardino General Plan (PRC 50000 .5).

If you have any questions or comments, please call Tabetha
Willmon at (916) 255-2659 .

•
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ATTACHMENT 5

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-375

April 25, 1995

'WHEREAS, the Victorville Solid Waste Disposal Site is owned
by the United States Bureau of Land Management and operated by
the County of San Bernardino, as a Class III landfill for the
handling and disposal of nonhazardous solid waste ; and

WHEREAS, the San Bernardino County Department of
Environmental Health Services, acting as the Solid Waste Local
Enforcement Agency (LEA) conducted a permit review and found the
following significant changes : increase in the permitted peak
daily tonnage, increase in the site capacity, reduction in the
site's closure year, increase in the site personnel and
equipment, change in hours of operation, and the addition of an
environmental monitoring system, a scale house and recycling
activities ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA determined Victorville Solid Waste Disposal
Facility required a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit to
allow for the significant changes which had occurred at the
landfill, these significant changes were documented in the LEA's

	

•

	

permit review reports dated November 20, 1989 and October 20,
1994 ; and

WHEREAS, on February 4, 1992, the site was issued a
Stipulated Order of Compliance and Agreement and it was reissued
on February 19, 1993 (expiration date of October 30, 1993), on
November 4, 1993 (expiration date of April 22, 1994), on March
22, 1994 (expiration date of October 20, 1994), and lastly, on
November IS, 1994 with a new expiration date of April 17, 1995,
to submit a complete application package for a revised permit;
and

WHEREAS, the operator has submitted to the LEA an
application for Solid Waste Facilities Permit revision to reflect
significant changes from the terms and conditions and operations
described in the 1979 Solid Waste Facilities Permit ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA has submitted to the Board for its review
and concurrence in, or objection to, a revised Solid Waste
Facilities Permit for Victorville Solid Waste Disposal Facility;
and

	

-

WHEREAS, the San Bernardino County Solid Waste Management
Department (County), the lead agency for CEQA review, prepared a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the proposed project and
Board staff reviewed the MND and provided comments to County ; and

	

•

	

the proposed project will not have a significant effect on the
environment ; and mitigation measures were made a condition of the

\23



approval of the proposed project ; and the County approved the
project on March 1, 1993 ; and the Notice of Determination was
filed on March 15, 1993 ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff and the LEA have evaluated the proposed
permit and supporting documents for consistency with the
standards adopted by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the San
Bernardino County Solid Waste Management Plan, consistency with
the County's General Plan, and compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 36-AA-0045.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

•
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 1%

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the
Twentynine Palms Solid Waste Disposal Facility, San
Bernardino County.

COMMITTEE ACTION:

The Permitting and Enforcement Committee's
recommendations regarding this project were not
available at the time this item went to print.

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name : Twentynine Palms Solid Waste Disposal
Facility, Facility No . 36-AA-0060

Facility Type :

	

Class - III Solid Waste Disposal Facility

Five miles east of Twentynine Palms,
approximately one mile south of State Highway
62

71 acres, 39 acres used currently for
landfilling

Surrounding land use within 1000' is Rural
Residential and Resource Conservation

Approximately 18 tons per day

An average of 80 and a peak of 176 tons per
day

Active since 1968, permitted since 1979,
currently operating under a Stipulated Order
of Compliance which allows the facility to
accept 85 tons per day

Mixed municipal ; construction and demolition
waste ; industrial and commercial wastes;
septic pumping wastes, chemical toilet
wastes, and agricultural wastes

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Permitted
Daily Capacity:

Proposed
Daily Capacity:

Operational
Status:

Waste Type :

125



Twentynine Palms Solid Waste
Disposal Facility
Page 2

Agenda Item No . %

April 25, 1995

4,550,000 cubic yards total capacity,
approximately 3,880,000 cubic yards
remaining, with a life expectancy of 17 years
based on the current disposal rate

County of San Bernardino,
Solid Waste Management Department
Gerry Newcombe, Deputy Director

U .S . Bureau of Land Management
California Desert District Office
Mr . Henri Bison, District Manager

San Bernardino County
Department of Environmental Health Services
Local Solid Waste Enforcement Agency
Ms . Pamella Bennett, Director

Proposed Project

The proposed project would allow the operator to increase the
permitted peak daily tonnage, increase the site capacity, extend
the site's closure year, and increase the site personnel and
equipment . Additional changes addressed by the proposed project
include a change in hours of operation, and the addition of an
environmental monitoring system, a scale house and recycling
activities.

Daily permitted maximum tonnage will increase from 18 tons per
day of waste to an average of 80, with a peak of 176 tons per day
of waste . The permitted capacity will increase from 700,000
cubic yards to 4 .55 million cubic yards . The increase in the
site's capacity will extend the closure year from the year 2000
to the year 2012 . The 1979 Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP)
allows operations 24 hours per day, seven days a week . The
proposed permit would restrict the hours to 8 :00 a .m . to 4 :30
p .m ., Monday through Saturday . The proposed permit would limit
the area used for disposal from 71 acres, described in the 1979
permit, to 39 acres described in the proposed permit.
Additionally, environmental monitoring systems, such as landfill
gas and groundwater monitoring wells have been added to the site
since the issuance of the 1979 SWFP . Lastly, the proposed permit
would set a height limit of approximately 130 feet above grade.

Volumetric
Capacity:

\2b



Twentynine Palms Solid Waste

	

Agenda Item No . RB
• Disposal Facility

Page 3

	

April 25, 1995

StTh4MARY :

Site History The county has owned and operated this solid waste
disposal facility since 1968 . In 1979, Twentynine Palms Solid
Waste Disposal Facility was permitted as what is known today as a
Class-III landfill by the State Solid Waste Management Board.
The permit allowed an average,of 18 tons of waste to be deposited
on this 71-acre parcel with a projected life expectancy of 21
years.

The LEA identified significant changes in permit review reports
dated February 28, 1989 and December 28, 1994 . The permit review
reports stated that there have been changes in the operating days
and hours, site life/site capacity, recycling operations, and
maximum daily tonnages.

On March 2, 1992, the site was issued a Stipulated Order of
Compliance and Agreement (STIP) which expired-on August 1, 1992.
This STIP was reissued on February 19, 1993 (expiration date of
October 30, 1993), on November 3, 1993 (expiration date of
October 13, 1994), and again on March 28, 1994 (expiration date
of November 3, 1994) . The final addenda to the STIP was issued
on November 15, 1994 with a new expiration date of May 28, 1995.
The STIP requires the operator to submit a complete application
package for a revised permit.

Provisions 6 and 14 of the Waste Discharge Requirements Order No.
90-020 issued by the Colorado Regional Water Quality Control
Board (CRWQCB) require that the discharger comply with all
applicable provisions of chapter 15 of Title 23, California Code
of Regulations (23 CCR) . Specifications of 23 CCR require that
the septage ponds meet siting and construction standards for
Class II surface impoundments . Section 2510(d) states that Waste
Management Units (WMU) operating before the effective date of the
chapter shall be designated as existing WMUs until reviewed in
accordance with subsection 2591(c) which states that the review
shall not be more that 5 years . The CRWQCB was contacted to
discuss the ponds, the CRWQCB representative explained that the
operator is currently working with the RWQCB on closing the
septage ponds . The Class II surface impoundments will be closed
upon opening of the lined Class II surface impoundments at
Landers Solid Waste Facility.

Groundwater monitoring results for 1994 show possible degradation
of groundwater at this site by volatile organic compounds and
inorganic constituents . The operator stated during the
inspection that after results of groundwater monitoring are

•

	

obtained for the first quarter of 1995 they will determine
whether the site will be placed in evaluation monitoring . The

•
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Twentynine Palms Solid Waste
Disposal Facility
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Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board
(CRWQCB) was contacted to determine whether the operator is
currently complying with the requirements of the CRWQCB to assess
and mitigate the groundwater contamination . The CRWQCB
representative responded that currently the operator is working
with the CRWQCB and they are complying with their requests.

Proiect Description : Twentynine Palms Solid Waste Disposal
Facility is located approximately five miles east of Twentynine
Palms . According to Initial Study, land uses in the vicinity of
this site have remained essentially unchanged since the issuance
of the 1979 SWFP . Land within 1,000 feet of this facility is
primarily uninhabited desert and is designated Rural Living and
Resource Conservation . The nearest inhabited residence is
approximately 700 feet from the landfill's northwesterly property
boundary . An airport runway is located approximately 4,000 feet
due west of the landfill property boundary . Additionally, there
is a private shooting range within 100 feet to the west of the
landfill.

Refuse comes to the facility in collection trucks and public
vehicles . Vehicles carrying waste are stopped at the scalehouse
and weighed . Waste loads are also checked for recyclable

	

.
material, and visually checked for hazardous materials, prior to
being directed to proceed to the working face, where the waste is
unloaded at the toe of the previous cell . The refuse collection
trucks and private vehicles are directed by traffic flow
personnel to unload in separate, yet, confined areas . A dozer
spreads the waste approximately two feet deep across the working
face, then compacts the waste by making several passes over the
refuse . At least one employee, trained in hazardous waste load
checking, is present at the tipping area to watch each customer
unload to ensure no hazardous waste enters the disposal facility.

Tires are received randomly on a daily basis . Waste tires are
separated from the waste stream and stockpiled temporarily away
from the active face . On a routine basis, or at least before
acquiring 500 tires, the waste tires will be removed by a
licensed hauler for off-site recycling or for use as fuel in
cement plant kilns.

Septic wastes will be discharged into an appropriate surface
impoundment at the direction of the landfill operation
supervisor . The depth of the liquid level of the pond is
approximately one foot . Once accumulated solids to the depth of
two feet from the original grade (bottom of the pond) no more
liquids will be disposed of in that pond until it drys out to at
least 50 percent solids . The solids will then be excavated and

	

•
landfilled along with the other wastes.

X28
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
• SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number:

36-AA-0060
16. Self Monitoring : In addition to self-monitoring programs and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEgA) mitigation
monitoring and reporting program described in other documents controlling this facility, the following programs shall be reported to
the LEA and others as follows:

Program Reporting Frequency Agency Reported To

Summary of daily records (in tons/day)
per: solid waste received, liquid septic
waste received, salvaged/ recovered Quarterly' LEA'
materials leaving site (per type) : daily
visual estimate of recovered materials
stored on-site (in weight, volume or count
per type).

Summary of motor vehicle counts in
vehicles/day per: entering with solid Quarterly' LEA'
waste, entering with liquid septic waste,
leaving with recovered materials.

Summary of public complaints received,
regulatory notices received and the Quarterly ' LEA'
operator's responses/ corrective actions 4
taken.

Summary of entries in Log of Special/
Unusual Occurrences•and operator's Quarterly' LEA
responses/ corrective actions taken.

mary of record-keeping specified in
Hazardous/ PCB/ Prohibited Waste

Screening/ Exclusion Program including:
quantities/ types of materials discovered, (per DEHS-Haz-Mat ' ) LEA. DEHS-Haz-Mat 2
responses/ corrective actions taken,
interim/ final disposition of materials
and public education activities.

Vector inspection/ control program (as
may be specified in the RDSI) . (per SBCVCD') LEA, Sam Bernardino County Vector

Water quality control of contaminants -
monitoring, reporting . remediatlon and
related programs including : Waste
Discharge Requirements, water SWAT's, (per local CRWQCB ')

Control District (SBCVCD) 2

LEA, local California Regional Water
Clean-up & Abatement Orders/ Quality Control Board (CRWQCB)
Workplans/ Remediation Schedules,
NPDES Permits.

Air quality management of emissions -
monitoring, reporting, remediation and
related programs including: fugitive dust (per local AQMD ') LEA. local Air Quality Management
(PM 1a) control, LFG monitoring/ control, District (AQMD) 2
air SWAT's, AQMD equipment permits .

(' = Reporting due by the 15th of the
month following the end of the reporting
period, OR else when due as specified by

the controlling regulatory authority .)

( 2 = Plus reporting to all other local, state
and federal authority with jurisdiction at

the facility .)
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number:

36-AA-0060

	

.
17 . LEA Conditions:

41

[NOTE: LEA conditions listed here shall be in addition to conditions of other documents controlling operation of this

facility.

1. The operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as specified in Title 14
California Code of Regulations (CCR) . The operator shall not operate this facility without possession of all required permits/

regulatory approvals . The operator shall inspect the site at least once each day of operation to ensure compliance with all

applicable standards/ conditions/ mitigations/ permits/ regulations.

2. The operator shall comply with all federal, state, and local requirements and enactments including all mitigation and
monitoring measures developed in accordance with any certified environmental document filed pursuant to Public Resources

Code (PRC) §21081 .6, and all administrative/ enforcement orders of all regulatory agencies with jurisdiction at this facility.

3. The operator shall maintain a complete copy of this Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP), of all other required regulatory
permits and of all regulatory inspections reports, at the facility or at a location readily accessible to facility personnel, LEA
staff and other regulatory personnel.

4. Additional information concerning the design/ operation of this facility shall be furnished upon request to the LEA and other
regulatory personnel.

5. The operator shall notify the LEA in writing (with proposed amendments to the Report of Facility Information), at least one
hundred fifty (150) days in advance of proposed significant changes (as determined by the LEA), in the design/ operation of
the facility to allow for early consultation, completion of all required documents/ due process review/ filing and the
completion of all related permitting processes . Such notification shall include changes (including new additions) of:
processing/ composting/ baling/ materials recovery facility (MRF)/ transfer station and/or transformation facility, changes
in permitted hours/ days of operation, permitted tons/day per category, permitted traffic volumes/day per category,
permitted total area, disposal footprint, maximum elevation, maximum depth of waste, and/or estimated closure year . which

may be later proposed for this facility . Documentation of adequate borings to confirm the present location of the disposr'
footprint shall be provided to the LEA within one (1) year of SWFP issuance.

6. This facility is authorized to conduct limited salvaging and to store recovered materials (if such salvaging/ storage is
properly described in the RDSI or amendments thereto) for brief periods of time [not to exceed thirty (30) days for any
category of material) and only in closable durable containers as specified by the LEA. Such limited salvaging/ storage shall

only be conducted as pre-approved by the LEA to preclude the creation of health hazards or public nuisances . The facility

shall not to be used as a composting facility, materials recovery facility (MRF) . processing facility, transfer station and/or

transformation facility . No crushing, grinding, mechanical sorting, composting, or other processing shall occur at the
facility location except as the LEA may give prior written approval for brief [less than thirty (30) day] experimental/ pilot
project type programs.

7. The LEA reserves the right to suspend and/or modify operations at this facility when deemed necessary due to any
emergency, potential health hazard and/or public nuisance.

S. This SWFP is subject to review by the LEA and may be suspended, revoked or modified at any time for sufficient cause.

9. The operator shall maintain at the facility (or at an approved alternative location), accurate daily records of the tonnage/day

and number of vehicles/day per : incoming solid waste, outgoing recovered material (per category) : and an estimate (by

weight, volume or count) of the total amount of recovered material (per category) stored on-site for brief periods of time.
Such records shall be readily accessible at the facility to the LEA/ other regulatory personnel . A written summary of such

tons/day per category, vehicles/day per category and estimates/day per category, shall be furnished quarterly to the LEA
within fifteen (15) days of the end of each quarter.

10. As outlined in Section 16, the operator shall furnish a written summary of all written public complaints (including all

regulatory notices such as : Notices of Violation, Notice and Orders . Clean-up & Abatement Orders) concerning the facility
received by the operator during a quarter and the operator's responses/ corrective actions taken, to the LEA within fifteen

(15) days of the end of each quarter.

	

-

	

'

11

	

As outlined in Section 16, the operator shall maintain at the facility, a log of special/unusual occurrences (S/U 0) . The log

shall include, but not be limited to : fires, explosions, discharges of unusual waste, significant incidents of personal injury,

accidents and/or property damage . Each log entry shall be accompanied by a summary of the responses/ corrective act'
taken by the operator to mitigate any negative impacts of each occurrence. Days without incidents of S/U 0 shall be nc

with an appropriate negative entry for such days such as : "No S/U 0 today' . The operator shall maintain this log at the

facility in a manner readily accessible to facility personnel and to the LEA/ other regulatory personnel . A written summary

of the log entries during a quarter shall be furnished to the LEA within fifteen (15) days of the end of each quarter .
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

I . Facility Permit Number: .

36-AA-0060
e and Street Address of Facility:
If'1'YNINE PALMS

SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITY
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DEPT
S. END OF PINTO MOUNTAIN RD.
SR-62 E . OF TWENTYNINE PALMS

3 . Name and Mailing Address of Operator:

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DEPT
222 E. HOSPITALITY LN, 2ND FLOOR
SAN BERNARDINO. CA 92415-0017

4 . Name and Mailing Address of Owner:
U S DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT (BLM)
FEDERAL OFFICE BUILDING
ROOM E 2841
2800 COTTAGE WAY
SACRAMENTO , CA 95825

5 . Specifications:

a . Permitted Operations :

	

I I

	

Composting Facility

	

(I

	

Processing Facility.
(mixed wastes)

I I

	

Composting Facility

	

I I

	

Transfer Station
(yard waste)

(III Landfill Disposal Site

	

I I

	

Transformation Facility

I I

	

Material Recovery Facility

	

(XI Liquid Septic Waste Class II Surface Impoundments
(Drying Ponds)

b. Permitted Hours/Days of Operation : 8:00am to 4:30pm - Monday through Saturday - 309 days/year -

Site closed New Year's Day . Memorial Day, Fourth of July, Labor Day, Thanksgiving Day and Christmas Day

c . Permitted Tons per Operating Day

	

(CEQA ESTIMATED AVERAGE = 80) . PEAK DAILY LOADING (SOLID WASTE) = 176 Tons/Day

Non-Hazardous - General (Solid Waste)

	

ANY WITHIN TOTAL 176 Tons/Day

Non-Hazardous - Liquid Septic Waste

	

PEAK DAILY LOADING (LIQUID) 6 .4 Tons/Day

Non-Hazardous - Other

	

(NONE) Tons/Day

Designated

	

(NONE) Tons/Day

azardous

	

(NONE) Tons/Day

ermitted Traffic Volume :

	

UP TO 227 Vehicles/Day

Incoming vehicles with waste materials

	

ANY WITHIN TOTAL 227 Vehicles/Day

Outgoing vehicles with salvaged materials

	

UP TO 5 WITHIN TOTAL 227 Vehicles/Day

e . Key Design Parameters

Total

	

Disnnsal Fontnnnt Transfer

	

MRF

	

Cmmnostine

	

Transformation

Permitted Area in acres) 71

	

39 NONE

	

NONE

	

NONE

	

NONE

Design Capacity

Max. Elevation (Ft . MSG

Max. Depth (Ft . MSLI

Estimated Closure Date

The permit is granted solely
to revocation or suspension.
conditions of any previously

u 1

	

•

	

1

	

.

	

)

^•

	

r>..

	

2165

2012

to the operator named above . and is not transferable.
The attached permit findings and conditions
issued solid waste facilities permit .

V

	

_

	

• V

	

.I

	

NOiI
z

w

Upon a change of operator, the permit is subject
are integral parts of this permit and supersede the

6. Approval : 7 . Enforcement Agency Name and Address:
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
HEALTH SERVICES - LEA -
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
385 NORTH ARROWHEAD AVE.
SAN BERNARDINO . CA 92415 .0160

Approving Officer Signature

PAMELLA V. BENNETT . DIRECTOR

8 . Received by CIWMB:

MAR 2 9 1995
. 1995

9 . CIWMB Concurrence Date:

lass

Permit Review Due Date : 11 . Permit Issued Date:

2000 . 1995

88
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number:

36-AA-0060
12. Legal Description of Facility:

PORTION OF NORTHWEST 1/4 SECTION 5 . TOWNSHIP 1 SOUTH, RANGE 10 EAST, SAN BERNARDINO BASELINE & MERIDIAN

13. Findings:
a.

	

Changes in Site Identification & Description were not identified in the 1986 (latest) County Solid Waste Management Plan.
A Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan has not been approved by the CIWMB. The LEA certifies. pursuant to
Public Resources Code (PRC) § 50000 that the SBCo Board of Supervisors and a majority of the SBCo Cities / Tons with a
majority of the population of the incorporated area of the County have approved the Site Identification & Description.

b .

	

This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the CIWMB pursuant to PRC § 44010 and all applicable Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Subtitle D requirements.

c .

	

The design and operation of the facility (with proposed changes) is in compliance with State Minimum Standards for Solid
Waste Handling and Disposal as determined by the LEA

d.

	

The local lire protection district, the San Bernardino County Forestry and Fire Warden Department, has (pursuant to PRC
§44151 re : PRC §4371 et seq .) determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards.

e .

	

A Notice of Determination on proposed changes at the facility was filed January 29, 1993 with the State Office of Planning

and Research pursuant to PRC § 21081 .6

f.

	

The authorized agent of the local governing body, the San Bernardino County Planning Department has [pursuant to PRC §
50000 .5(a)I determined that proposed changes are consistent with and designated in the applicable general plan.

g.

	

The authorized agent of the local governing body, the San Bernardino County Planning Department has [pursuant to PRC §
50000 .5(b)) found surrounding land use compatible with proposed changes at the facility.

14 . Prohibitions : The permittee is prohibited from accepting any non-hazardous waste requiring special handling, designated wast -

or hazardous waste unless such waste is specifically listed below, and unless the acceptance of such waste is authorized
all applicable permits:
1 . Liquid septic waste for drying in the designated Class II surface impoundments (drying ponds).
2 . Temporary storage of hazardous waste (detected in the hazardous waste screening/ exclusion program) In the designated
hazardous waste temporary storage shed . (end of list)

The permittee is additionally prohibited from: accepting friable or non-friable asbestos, sewage or septage sludge (except
that from on-site septage ponds), burying whole tires (pursuant to PRC §42801 et seq.) or any metallic discard (pursuant to

PRC §42161 et seq .) . and from allowing any open burning or scavenging, .

15 . The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility:

re) Periodic Site Review

	

06/10/91

	

RI 9115/ County Land Pad./

	

b/ Patient MOO
(to define reapovsmOltie.. procedure.. etc.)

	

03/09/95

Rt Report of Facility Information

	

05/93
R) 23 CCR Chapter 15 Detection Monitoring

RJ Amendments to MI

	

03/21/95

	

Panama - Ifni CRWQCB-Cnbrado River Basin )

	

08/94

(XI Waste DlacWrae RgWremeats

	

RI ConWtency (Gomel Pl n1/
(WDR No. 90-020)

	

03/14/90

	

Compatibility (land Use) Findings

	

07/13/93

W WDR Subtitle D'Blanket

	

(Xl Subtitle D Airport Safety Demonstration
Amendment 93-071

	

99/15/93

	

(14 CCR 917299.10)

	

06/22/92

RI Septic Ponds Clean-Closure Plan Approval

	

10/01/93

	

RI Notice of Determination - OPR riling

	

01/29/93

(14 DENS Baa-Waste Generator Permit

	

10/28/94
t

	

DEBS Battle Special Handler Permit

	

10/28/94

RI Mitigation Monitotng/ Reporting
(Compliance) Program

	

undated

	

RI nMlminai Cloaa/ Postelosure
Maintenance Plans (deemed complete)

	

09/28/94

RI NPDE4 (Stormnter) Permit -
Notice of Intent

	

05/01/94

	

RI Financial Assurance For Closure.
Post-Closure & Corrective Action

	

09/28/94

Rl =FA Generator ID CAD982495897

	

08/08/90
CH Betide D 'Feetptinr Documentation

	

10/09/93

Rl Me Protection District Findings

	

08/16/93
RI Mojave Desert AQMD Clearance Letter

	

12/17/93

MI County (DEH9/SWMD) IndemN9ution Contrast

	

08/15/94
RI Certificate of Self-insuan ce for

( l County landfill Operating Procedure. Manual

	

06/93

	

Operating Liability Calms

	

12/17/92
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April 25, 1995

inspection was conducted on March 17, 1995 and the facility
was found in compliance with all State Minimum Standards.

6. Closure/Post Closure Maintenance Plans and Financial
Mechanism Requirements

Title 14, California Code of Regulations (CCR), section
18268 requires Closure and PostClosure Maintenance Plans for
solid waste disposal facilities . The required preliminary
plans for the landfill were deemed complete by the Board's
Closure and Remediation Branch on November 5, 1994.

The County of San Bernardino has established an enterprise
fund and pledge of revenue as the financial assurance
mechanisms for closure and post closure maintenance of the
Twentynine Palms Solid Waste Disposal Facility . The
mechanisms meet the requirements of Title 14, CCR, Division
7, Chapter 5, Article 3 .5, section 18285 and 18290 . The
enterprise fund balance is at an acceptable level consistent
with 14 CCR section 18282(b)(2).

•

	

The operator is required to demonstrate the required amount
of coverage pursuant to section 18282 of the Regulations by
the fund anniversary date of April 26, 1995 . The operator
has indicated that he will provide the required data by the
second week of April for all nineteen county owned
landfills.

7. Operatinq Liability

The County of San Bernardino has submitted a Certificate of
Self-Insurance and Risk Management to demonstrate operating
liability coverage for Twentynine Palms Solid Waste Disposal
Facility . The Certificate of the Self-Insurance meets the
requirements of Title 14, CCR, section 18237.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit has been
proposed, the Board must either concur with or object to the
proposed permit as submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 95-377
concurring in the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
36-AA-0060 .

\33
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4 .
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5 .
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,~~~ t1, 48
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Legal Review :
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consideration of concurrence . In making the determination the
following requirements were considered:

	

1 .

	

Conformance with County Plan

Since the site is a disposal site and the proposed permit
would allow the site to accept a significant increase in the
amount of waste, the LEA must certify compliance with
section 50000 of the PRC . On June 22, 1993, the San
Bernardino County Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution
Number 93-170 approving Twentynine Palms Solid Waste
Disposal Facility's site and project description . No
notices of approval or disapproval were received from the
incorporated cities/towns . Therefore, the facility is
deemed approved by the majority of the cities/towns within
the county containing a majority of the population of the
incorporated area . The LEA has made the determination the
facility has complied with the requirement of PRC 50000
(a)(3), as stated in their letter dated September 28, 1993.
Board staff agree with said determination.

• 2 . Consistency with General Plan

A memorandum from the County of San Bernardino, dated March
2, 1992, determined that the proposed Twentynine Palms Solid
Waste Disposal Facility is consistent with the County's
General Plan and that the landfill is compatible with the
surrounding land uses . Board staff agree with said finding.

	

3 .

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Diversion, Planning, and Local
Assistance Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC
44009, to determine if the record contains substantial
evidence that the proposed project would prevent or
substantially impair the achievement of waste diversion
goals . Based on available information, staff have
determined that the issuance of the proposed permit would
neither prevent nor substantially impair San Bernardino
County from meeting its waste diversion goals . The analysis
used in making this determination is included as Attachment
4 .
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4.

	

California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation, circulation and
adoption/ certification of an environmental document and
adoption of a Mitigation Reporting or Monitoring Program.

The San Bernardino County Planning Department (County),
acting as Lead Agency prepared a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND), SCH #92062052, for the proposed project.
As required by the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the MND identified the proposed project's potential
significant environmental impacts and provided mitigation
measures that would reduce those impacts to a less than
significant levels . Board staff reviewed the MND and
provided comments to the County on July 8, 1992 . It should
be noted that the MND proposed an increase in the peak
tonnages of approximately 50% over the average daily
tonnages generated . The surrounding land use is designated
Rural Living and Resource Conservation . These designations
allow no substantial development . The County prepared-and
submitted an adequate response to comments . The project was
adopted as approved and a Notice of Determination (NOD) was
filed by the County Board of Supervisors on January 26,
1993.

A Mitigation Reporting or Monitoring Program (MRMP) was
adopted . Potential environmental impacts and mitigation
measures associated with the proposed project for the permit
revision of the Twentynine Palms Solid Waste Disposal
Facility, Solid Waste Facilities Permit #36-AA-0060, are
identified and incorporated in the MRMP.

After reviewing the MND and the responses to comments, Board
staff have determined that CEQA documents are adequate for
the Board's evaluation of the proposed project for those
project activities which are within this Agency's expertise
and/or powers or which are required to be carried out or
approved by the Board.

5.

	

Consistency with State Minimum Standards

The LEA and Board staff have determined that the facility's
design and operation are in compliance with the State
Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal
based on a review of the submitted Report of Disposal Site
Information and addenda thereto and upon monthly site
inspections . The most recent LEA and Board staff joint

a.

l32
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Before the end of the working day the working face is covered
with at least 6 inches of compacted soil . Daily and intermediate
cover is currently obtained from an on-site borrow area . However
within the next year the operator will have to obtain cover off
site . The County is considering either purchasing or obtaining
grading permits to develop additional land for use as a landfill
cover source . The land is owned by the Bureau of Land Management
and located adjacent to the Twentynine Palms Disposal Site . The
land that may be acquisitioned is not part of the permitted
boundary . Areas anticipated to remain inactive for 180 days are
covered with at least 12 inches of compacted soil.

Environmental Controls Environmental control measures for
impacts from potential problems of dust, litter, noise, odor,
vectors, fire, drainage, groundwater and landfill gas control and
monitoring associated with the landfill are addressed in the
Report of Disposal Site Information as follows:

Noise levels of the on-site operating equipment are controlled by
proper maintenance of mufflers . Additionally, there are no
receptors within 1000 feet of the landfill.

•

	

Potential odors associated with refuse are controlled by the
application of cover material . The working face will be kept
small so as to minimize the area of exposed waste.

Litter is controlled by spreading and compacting the waste and by
keeping the working face to a minimal size . Permanent litter
fences at various locations around the landfill and portable
litter fences are deployed around the active disposal area . The
working area and site are policed regularly to pick up any
accumulated litter . Loads entering the facility are required to
be covered . Additional litter crews are dispatched as necessary.

Dust is controlled by well maintained access roads and frequent
watering . Chemical dust suppressants may be used in the future if
needed . In general, the water truck sprays the access roads
three times a day.

Voids within the daily cell, which could produce rodent and
insect harborage, are minimized by multiple spreading and
compacting of waste and cover . Site personnel frequently inspect
the landfill for rodent activity . If pest activity is observed,
site personnel will contact a pest control specialist for advice.

Bird problems are controlled by prompt compaction and daily cover
and controlling on-site litter . The site is inspected daily to

•

	

verify that the waste has been adequately covered and that no
food sources are available for ravens on site .

12q
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The scale house and the landfill's vehicles and equipment are
equipped with fire extinguishers . Any minor fires occurring on
the landfill will be extinguished by the landfill personnel using
cover soil or water . Local fire departments will be contacted if
the fire cannot be controlled by on-site personnel and equipment.

The facility's drainage design is planned to direct stormwater
runoff away from the landfill in an expedient manner to minimize
the potential for leachate production and to protect the site
from erosion . The design includes benches and downdrains to
collect runoff from the operating deck area and side slopes to
perimeter channels for conveyance off-site . The run-on drainage
area is limited, by the topography of the surrounding land . The
potential run-on is channeled around the landfill by a perimeter
drainage ditch.

At least one employee, trained in hazardous waste load checking,
is present at the tipping area to watch each customer unload.
The employee's job is to identify and remove household hazardous
waste the from waste stream and inspect several incoming
collection trucks . They also log any vehicle which is seen
dumping any hazardous waste . Any hazardous waste incident would
be handled by the County's Hazardous Waste Response Team.

No landfill gas recovery system is planned for the site.
However, the operator does monitor landfill gas on a routine
basis . The most recent monitoring results indicate that the
methane levels at the site are below Title 14, California Code of
Regulations action levels.

Resource Recovery The facility proposes the separation of
tires, construction/demolition debris, wood waste, used
mattresses, appliances, waste tires, and salvaging of bulky
items . Recyclable materials will be moved off site on a schedule
approved by the LEA.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC), Section 44009,
the Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the
issuance of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Since the proposed
permit for this facility was received on March 29, 1995 the last
day the Board may act is May 28, 1995.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the permit and supporting documentation, and have found
that the proposed permit is acceptable for the Board's

130
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

17. LEA Conditions (continued):

12. The operator shall maintain an LEA approved hazardous/ PCB/ prohibited waste screening/ exclusion (load-checking)
program at the facility which will adequately protect public health and the environment from illegal on-site disposal of
hazardous/ PCB/ prohibited wastes . It shall include not less than twenty-one (21) hours per week of on-site load-checking by
personnel trained in such activities . Signs, brochures and/or other appropriate communication measures shall be utilized by
the operator to direct site users to the nearest Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) collection facility, and inform site users of
pending HEW Round-up activities scheduled for communities within the site's waste-shed. A written summary of all
program activities/ results during a quarter, shall be furnished to the LEA within fifteen (15) days of the end of each quarter.

13. The operator shall comply with the requirements of all applicable laws pertaining to employee health and safety including
maintaining an up-to-date written CAL-OSHA Injury and Illness Prevention Program (IIPP) on-site at a location readily
available for review by all facility personnel, by the LEA staff and all other regulatory personnel . The IIPP shall include a

comprehensive training plan, availability of all necessary on-site work/ protection/ safety equipment, and adequate on-site
first aid supplies . All personnel at the facility shall have immediate radio and/or telephone access to a 911 emergency

dispatcher.

14. The operator shall maintain an adequate vector monitoring/ control program with updates per the San Bernardino County
Vector Control District (SBCVCD).

. 15 . The operator shall comply with all Waste Discharge Requirements, Clean-Up & Abatement Orders, monitoring, remediation
schedules and related requirements of the local California Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRWQCB) . The operator

shall provide in the operating record and to the LEA, a CRWQCB approved unsaturated zone monitoring program and
approved statistical analysis of SWAT groundwater samples . Degradation of waters connected to this site shall be promptly
remediated in the manner specified the CRWQCB . Use of the present unlined septage disposal ponds shall cease not later
than the opening of CRWQCB approved lined impoundments at the Landers Solid Waste Disposal Facility.

t6. The operator shall submit information to the LEA indicating compliance with all rules of the local Air Quality Management
District (AQMD) including : fugitive dust (PM,s control, landfill gas (LFG) monitoring/ control, air SWAT compliance and
AQMD equipment permits . The operator shall take every reasonable precaution to control fugitive dust emissions including
the use of water and approved dust palliatives . The operator shall annually assess the need for and implement adequate LFG
monitoring/ venting/ collection/ programs, as may be required by federal, state (14 CCR §17258.23(x)&(b)), regional and/or

local air quality management standards/ rules . All required AQMD permits shall be obtained/ retained . The operator shall
properly maintain all facility equipment and structures according to the manufacturers' specifications and good
engineering/ maintenance practices.

17. The operator shall use all reasonable measures to avoid "takings" of threatened, endangered, rare and/or sensitive species,
including use of tortoise-proof fencing and authorized raven monitoring/ control measures in accordance with all measures.
remediation and compensations incorporated into any Cooperative Agreement (CA) with the U . S . Department of Interior -

Bureau of Land Management (BLM), U . S . Fish and Wildlife Service (USF&WS) and/or the California Department of Fish &

Game (CDF&G).

18. At all times, there shall be adequate portable litter-control fencing and litter picking personnel to preclude litter from
blowing and accumulating off-site.

19. At all times the site perimeter (including any expansion areas) shall be provided with adequate security gates and fencing in
good repair, (or with equivalent effective barriers) . Any raven control/ exclusion devices, as may be prescribed by BLM,

USF&WS and/or CDF&G shall be provided.

20. A qualified geotechnical consultant shall prepare a stability analysis of the site if a slope ratio steeper than three-to-one (3 :1)

will be utilized at any portion of the site . Any measures required in the geotechnical study to ensure that the landfill does

not cause a threat to life or property shall be implemented . The study shall include an engineering analysis that identifies
construction requirements designed to withstand the maximum probable earthquake or maximum credible earthquake

pursuant to Title 23 CCR Chapter 15 . The study shall be reviewed and approved by the LEA and the CIWMB prior to its

implementation.

21. Waste and cover material shall be spread and compacted utilizing methods to maximize compaction and to decrease the

attraction of animals, birds and vectors to the site . Personnel shall not secure the site each day until the operator's
inspection confirms that at least six (6) inches of compacted cover has been deposited over all waste and sufficient to
prevent such attraction . On-site and off-site litter shall not be allowed to accumulate, so as to create such an attraction.

22. Alternatives to soil covers shall be reviewed . and approved by the LEA prior to their Implementation.

	 q?

Facility/Permit Number:

36-AA-0060
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17 . LEA Conditions (continued):

23. The operator shall take immediate and independent action to prevent and suppress fires on the project area and shall require

employees to do likewise . The facility shall be maintained with a clearance of flammable material for a minimum distance of
one hundred fifty (150) feet from the periphery of any exposed flammable solid waste, or additional minimum flammable
clearance provisions determined by the local fire protection agency (pursuant to PRC §4373).

24. The operator shall properly equip and maintain noise attenuation and spark arrestor devices (such as mufflers) on all
combustion engines utilized at this facility . . All equipment components shall be maintained in good mechanical condition
and properly operated to prevent excessive noise levels and circumstances capable of starting accidental fires.

25. Where residential receptors are present, adequate noise attenuation buffers shall be installed to reduce noise levels to a sixty

(60) dB-(A scale) threshold at any point off-site at a distance of one hundred (100) feet from the facility boundary, or if any
noise levels are deemed to exceed the prescribed threshold limits for sensitive noise receptors, pursuant to the San
Bernardino County (SBCo) General Plan, the SBCo Code, Development Code and Guidelines.

26. The operator shall prepare and implement a comprehensive site surface drainage and erosion control plan for the facility.
The plan shall prevent significant erosion and siltation impacts both on-site and downstream of the site . The plan shall

promote positive sheet-flow run-off from all deck areas and side-slopes to perimeter channels with no significant erosion.
The plan shall provide adequate sedimentation basins to prevent downstream siltation/ deposition, shall provide emergency
remedial measures for sudden/ great storm events, and shall include an implementation schedule . The plan shall ensure no

significant negative off-site impacts occur. A copy of the plan approved under the direction and signature of a California
Registered Civil Engineer shall be furnished to the LEA within one (1) year of SWFP issuance.

27. A qualified landscape architect or botanist shall prepare and implement a revegetation/ landscape plan for the site within
one (1) year of SWFP issuance . .The plan shall provide for an effective vegetative cover with native drought-tolerant
vegetation on disturbed surfaces in those portions of the site where disposal activities have ceased . An effective vegetation

cover shall be fifty (50) percent coverage of the revegetated areas without permanent irrigation after a five (5) year period.

28. The operator shall provide final cover over all areas in accordance with the final grading plan and commence revegetatio.
accordance with the approved revegetation plan . Where and when final elevation has been attained or a discrete segregat
area of the site can no longer receive waste, final cover shall also be provided.

29. A qualified person shall conduct a field survey prior to excavation or grading of undisturbed portions of the site, to identify
areas that may contain potential resources . If no areas are identified, a report of the field survey shall be prepared and
submitted to the San Bernardino County Museum Archaeological Information Center for review and approval . A copy of the

report shall also be submitted to the County Planning Department Environmental Team, for review and approval . If the field

survey indicates areas of potential resource, excavation shall be monitored by a qualified archaeologist . If no specimens are

found in the excavation, a report of such shall be prepared and submitted as directed by the MMR(C)P . Where specimens are
found, they shall be properly prepared for Identification and curation into an established museum repository with an
approved report of findings with appended itemized inventory of specimens as directed by the MMR(C)P . The LEA shall be

included in all correspondence and transmittal of reports.

30. The operator shall obtain/ maintain all necessary easement agreements with plot plans accurately showing the location of all

utilities crossing the site . Buried utility lines shall also be appropriately noticed on the surface with prominent signs to
discourage the accidental rupture of underground lines by facility activities . Copies of such agreements/ plot plans shall be

provided to the LEA in a timely manner.

31. All site entry signs shall prominently display all required regulatory information.

32. Any required regulatory review/ permits/ certification for groundwater wells, treatment facilities, and/or use of treated
waters for on-site dust-suppression spraying, shall be obtained prior to the installation/ use of such.

33. Appropriate documents shall be provided to the LEA on requirements for (or exemption from) installation of any required
landfill gas collection system (pursuant to RCRA Subtitle D requirements incorporated into Title 14 and Title 23 CCR).

34. In consultation with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), U .S . Fish and Wildlife Service (USF&WS), California Department
of Fish and Game (CDF&G), the operator shall have a qualified biologist implement a raven monitoring program and develop
appropriate measures to reduce/ eliminate use of the disposal site as raven habitat . The program shall be submitted to the

LEA within one (1) year of SWFP issuance.

35. Any alternate daily cover demonstration proposed to the LEA/CIWMB shall include appropriate consultation with the loc
California Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRWQCB) to ensure that any such proposal is consistent with that

CRWQCB's goals. objectives, WDRs . applicable Cleanup and Abatement Orders and related CRWQCB issues.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number:

36-AA-0060
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California Environmental
Protection Agency

M E M O R A N D U M

To :

	

3Georgianne Anderson

	

Date : March 23, 1995
Permits Branch, South
Permitting and Enforcement Division

From :

	

Eli(i4ba----	
Tabetha Willmon
Office of Local Assistance
Diversion, Planning, and Local Assistance Division
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : Conformance Findings for the Twentynine Palms Solid
Waste Sanitary Landfill, . Facility Number 36-AA-0060

The proposed project involves a permit revision for the
Twentynine Palms Solid Waste Sanitary Landfill (TPSWSL) located
in an unincorporated portion of the County of San Bernardino,

.

	

approximately five miles east of the incorporated city of
Twentynine Palms . The site, an existing solid waste disposal
facility, is situated on a 71 acre parcel of land owned by the
Bureau of Land Management and leased by the County of San
Bernardino . The facility consists of a landfill, three unlined
Class II surface impoundments, and a temporary hazardous waste
storage shed.

The proposed permit revision addresses changes in operating
conditions which include an increase in daily tonnage from
approximately 18 tons per day to an average of 80 tons per day,
implementation of recycling activities at the landfill, a change
in operating hours, increased site life/site capacity, addition
of personnel and on-site equipment, construction of scale
house/scales and lined septic ponds, and installation of
environmental monitoring systems . The landfill accepts mixed
municipal wastes, construction and demolition debris, industrial
and commercial wastes, inert solids, and dried septic sludge.
Liquid septic waste is currently received at the facility and is
disposed in the septic Class II surface impoundments.

Pursuant to AB 939 waste diversion goals, the County plans to
initiate a recycling program at the TPSWSL . This program may
consist of removal of waste tires, and diverting loads containing
wood,'inert solids, used mattresses, and bulky items to a
designated area for storage and removal.

a
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PRC 44009 : Waste Diversion Requirement

Board staff have reviewed the proposed TPSWSL Facilities Permit,
the Twentynine Palms Sanitary Landfill Report of Disposal Site
Information, and the Source Reduction Recycling Elements (SRREs)
for the unincorporated portion of the County of San Bernardino
and the City of Twentynine Palms . The County of San Bernardino's
SRRE shows a baseyear diversion rate of 7 .0% . This calculation
includes excluded waste types . . The corrected baseyear diversion
rate is 3 .7% . The County expects to achieve a 1995 diversion
rate of 25 .5% in part through programs such as residential
curbside collection, drop-off and buy-back centers,
commercial/industrial recycling, institutional and office
recycling, and participation in a regional materials recovery
facility.

The City of Twentynine Palms identifies, in its SRRE, the
implementation of various source reduction and recycling programs
during the short-term . According to the City's preliminary SRRE,
Twentynine Palms expects to achieve a diversion rate of 40 .9% by
1995, although this figure includes excluded waste types.

Based on this review, staff have determined that the proposed
permit for the TPSWSL will not prevent or substantially impair
the County of San Bernardino's achievement of the waste diversion
requirements of AB 939.

PRC 50000 : Conformance with CoSWMP

On September 28, 1993, the San Bernardino County's Department of
Environmental Health Services/Local Enforcement Agency (DEHS/LEA)
drafted a letter certifying that, on June 22, 1993, the San
Bernardino County Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution Number
93-170 approving the Twentynine Palms Sanitary Landfill site and
project description . This letter also indicates that the
DEHS/LEA received no notices of disapproval or resolutions of
approval from any incorporated cities/towns, with 24 others
taking no action . Therefore, pursuant to the statute, the
facility is deemed as approved by the majority of the
cities/towns within the County of San Bernardino containing a
majority of the population of the incorporated area of the
county . Therefore, the TPSWSL meets the requirements of PRC
50000.

PRC 50000 .5 :

	

Consistency with the General Plan

According to an interoffice memorandum from the County of San
.Bernardino Solid Waste Management Department, dated March 2,
1992, the General Plan Team determined that the proposed . TPSWSL a

95
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is consistent with the County of San Bernardino General Plan.
This letter also finds land use adjacent to, and near the
facility is compatible with the facility and . the proposed use.
In a conversation with Gail Cotugna, Senior Associate Planner of
the San Bernardino Solid Waste Management Department, on October
24, 1994, Ms . Cotugna verified that surrounding land use is
compatible and that appropriate mitigation of any negative
impacts associated with the landfill operation has been .
considered in the re-permitting of its operation.

Summary of Conclusions

Based upon the review of submitted documents, the proposed permit
revision conforms with the provisions of AB 2296 as follows:

1.

	

The permit is consistent with the State's waste
diversion requirements'(PRC 44009).

2.

	

The facility has been approved by the County of San
Bernardino and by a majority of the cities within the
county which contain a majority of the population of
the incorporated area of the county (PRC 50000).

3.

	

The facility is consistent with the County of San
Bernardino General Plan (PRC 50000 .5).

If you have any questions or comments, please call Tabetha
Willmon at (916) 255-2659.

•
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ATTACHMENT 5

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-377

April 25, 1995

WHEREAS, the Twentynine Palms Solid Waste Disposal Site is
owned by the United States Bureau of Land Management and operated
by the County of San Bernardino, as a Class III landfill for the
handling and disposal, of nonhazardous solid waste ; and

WHEREAS, the San Bernardino County Department of
Environmental Health Services, acting as the Solid Waste Local
Enforcement Agency (LEA) conducted a permit review and found the
following significant changes : increase in the permitted peak
daily tonnage, increase in the site capacity, extension of the
site's closure year, increase the site personnel and equipment,
change in hours of operation, and the addition of an
environmental monitoring system, a scale house and recycling
activities ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA determined Twentynine Palms Solid Waste
Disposal Facility required a revised Solid Waste Facilities
Permit to allow for the significant changes which had occurred at
the landfill, these significant changes were documented in the
LEA's permit review reports dated February 28, 1989 and December
28, 1994 ; and

WHEREAS, March 2, 1992, the site was issued a Stipulated
Order of Compliance and Agreement and it was reissued on February
19, 1993 (expiration date of October 30, 1993), on November 3,
1993 (expiration date of October 13, 1994), on March 28, 1994
(expiration date of November 3, 1994) and on November 15, 1994
with a new expiration date of May 28, 1995, to submit a complete
application package for a revised permit ; and

WHEREAS, the operator has submitted to the LEA an
application for Solid Waste Facilities Permit revision to reflect
significant changes from the terms and conditions and operations
described in the 1979 Solid Waste Facilities Permit ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA has submitted to the Board for its review
and concurrence in, or objection to, a revised Solid Waste
Facilities Permit for Twentynine Palms Solid Waste Disposal
Facility ; and

WHEREAS, the San Bernardino County Solid Waste Management
Department (County), the lead agency for CEQA review, prepared a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the proposed project and
Board staff reviewed the MND and provided comments to County ; and
the proposed project will not have a significant effect on the
environment ; and mitigation measures were made a condition of the
approval of the proposed project ; and the County approved the
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project on January 25, 1993 ; and the Notice of Determination was
filed on January 29, 1993 ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff and the LEA have evaluated the proposed
permit and supporting documents for consistency with the
standards adopted by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the San
Bernardino County Solid Waste Management Plan, consistency with
the County's General Plan, and compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 36-AA-0060.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated :

•

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

\3b



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25, 1995

AGENDA ITEM ^4

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Barstow
Solid Waste Disposal Facility, San Bernardino County.

COMMITTEE ACTION:

The Permitting and Enforcement Committee's
recommendations regarding this project were not
available at the time this item went to print.

Barstow Solid Waste Disposal Facility,
Facility No . 36-AA-0046

Class - III Solid Waste Disposal Facility

Three miles south of Barstow, off of Highway
247

160 acres, 47 acres used currently for
landfilling

Surrounding land use within 1000' is Rural
Living and Resource Conservation

Approximately 32 tons per day

An average of 160 and a peak of 350 tons per
day

Active since 1963, permitted since 1979,
currently operating under a Stipulated Order
of Compliance which allows the facility to
accept 170 tons per day

Mixed municipal ; construction and demolition
waste ; industrial and commercial wastes;
septic pumping wastes, chemical toilet
wastes, and agricultural wastes

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name:

Facility Type:

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Permitted
Daily Capacity:

Proposed
Daily Capacity:

Operational
Status:

Waste Type :



Barstow Solid Waste
Disposal Facility
Page 2

Agenda Item No . IV;

April 25, 1995

3,580,000 cubic yards total capacity,
approximately 2,657,500 cubic yards
remaining, with a life expectancy of 18 years
based on the current disposal rate

Operator/Owner :

	

County of San Bernardino,
Solid Waste Management Department
Gerry Newcombe, Deputy Director

Contract Operator : Since 1991, Norcal Solid Waste Systems, Inc.

LEA :

	

San Bernardino County
Department of Environmental Health Services
Local Solid Waste Enforcement Agency
Ms . Pamella Bennett, Director

Proposed Proiect

The proposed project would allow the operator to increase the
permitted peak daily tonnage, increase the site capacity, extend
the site's closure year, and increase the"site personnel and
equipment . Additional changes addressed by the proposed project
include a change in hours of operation, closure or relocation of
the septic ponds, and the addition of an environmental monitoring
system, a scale house and recycling activities.

will extend the closure year from 1990 to the year 2012 . The
1979 Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP) allows operations
between 7 :30 a .m . to 4 :00 p .m ., Monday through Saturday and the
proposed permit would restrict the hours to 8 :00 a .m . to 4 :30
p .m ., Monday through Saturday . The proposed permit would limit
the area used for disposal from 160 acres, described in the 1979
permit, to 47 acres . Additionally, environmental monitoring
systems, such as landfill gas and groundwater monitoring wells
have been added to the site since the issuance of the 1979 SWFP.
Lastly, the proposed permit
approximately 65 feet above

would
grade .

set a height limit of

Volumetric
Capacity:

Daily permitted maximum tonnage will increase
day of waste to an average of 160, with a peak
day of waste, of which 125 tons may be liquid
permitted capacity will increase from 425,000
3 .58 million cubic yards . The increase in the

from 32 tons per
of 350 tons per

waste.
cubic

The
yards to

site's capacity
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SUMMARY:

Site History The county has owned and operated this solid waste
disposal facility since 1963 . In 1979, Barstow Solid Waste
Disposal Facility was permitted as what is known today as a
Class-III landfill by the State Solid Waste Management Board.
The permit allowed an average of 32 tons of waste to be deposited
on this 160-acre parcel with a projected life expectancy of 11
years.

The LEA identified significant changes in permit review reports
dated February 28, 1989 and December 28, 1994 . The December 28,
1994 permit review report stated that there have been changes in
the operating days and hours, types and volumes of wastes
received, facility user traffic, site life/site capacity, salvage
operations, and maximum daily tonnages.

On February 4, 1992, the site was issued a Stipulated Order of
Compliance and Agreement (STIP) which expired on August 1, 1992.
This STIP was reissued on February 19, 1993 (expiration date of
October 30, 1993), on November 3, 1993 (expiration date of May
31, 1994) . The final addenda to the STIP was issued on November
15, 1994 with a new expiration date of May 28, 1995 . The lastest
STIP requires the operator to submit a complete application
package for a revised permit.

The County was issued a Cleanup and Abatement Order by the
Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board (LRWQCB) to remove
hazardous waste disposed of by the U .S . Marine Corps at the
landfill . The hazardous waste-containing drums were disposed of
by the U .S . Marine Corps at two separate locations on the site
during 1989 . During the summer of 1991 the LEA and LRWQCB
oversaw the removal of sandblast grit, contaminated with lead and
other heavy metals to insure the removal of the hazardous waste
was in compliance with Cleanup and Abatement Order issued by the
LRWQCB . The cleanup operation consisted of locating and
excavating the hazardous waste containing drums.

Project Description : Barstow Solid Waste Disposal Facility is
located approximately three miles south of Barstow, off of
Highway 247 . According to the County's General Plan, landuse
district designation for land surrounding the site is Resource
Conservation to the south, and Rural Living to the north, east
and West . There are no structures within 1,000 feet of the
landfill.

•
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Refuse comes to the facility in collection trucks and public
vehicles . Vehicles carrying waste are stopped 'at the scalehouse
and weighed . Waste loads are also checked for recyclable
material, and visually checked for hazardous materials, prior to
being directed to proceed to the working face, where the waste is
unloaded at the toe of the previous cell . The refuse collection
trucks and private vehicles are directed by traffic flow
personnel to unload in separate, yet, confined areas . A dozer
spreads the waste approximately two feet deep across the working
face, then compacts the waste by making several passes over the
refuse . At least one employee, trained in hazardous waste load
checking, is present at the tipping area to watch each customer
unload to ensure no hazardous waste enters the disposal facility.

Tires are received randomly on a daily basis . Waste tires are
separated from the waste stream and stockpiled temporarily away
from the active face . On a routine basis, or at least before
acquiring .500 tires, the waste tires will be removed by a
licensed hauler for off-site recycling or for use as fuel in
cement plant kilns.

Septic wastes will be discharged into an appropriate lined '
surface impoundment at the direction of the landfill operation
supervisor . The depth of the liquid level of the pond is
approximately one foot . Once accumulated solids to the depth of
two feet from the original grade (bottom of the pond) no more
liquids will be disposed of in that pond until it drys out to at
least 50 percent solids . The solids will then be excavated and
landfilled along with the other wastes.

Before the end of the working day the working face is covered
with at least 6 inches of compacted soil . Daily and intermediate
cover is currently obtained from an on-site borrow area . However
within the next year the operator will have to obtain cover off
site . The County is considering either purchasing or obtaining
grading permits to develop additional land for use as a landfill
cover source . The land is owned by the Bureau of Land Management
and located adjacent to the Barstow Disposal Site . The land that
may be acquisitioned is not part of the permitted boundary.
Areas anticipated to remain inactive for 180 days are covered
with at least 12 inches of compacted soil.

Environmental Controls Environmental control measures for
impacts from potential problems of dust, litter, noise, odor,
vectors, fire, drainage, groundwater and landfill gas control and
monitoring associated with the landfill are addressed in the
Report of Disposal Site Information as follows:
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Noise levels of the on-site operating equipment are controlled by
proper maintenance of mufflers . Additionally, there are no
receptors within 1000 feet of the landfill.

Potential odors associated with refuse are controlled by the
application of cover material . The working face will be kept
small so as to-minimize the area of exposed waste.

Litter is controlled by spreading and compacting the waste and by
keeping the working face to a minimal size . Permanent litter
fences at various locations around the landfill and portable
litter fences are deployed around the active disposal area . The
working area and site are policed regularly to pick up any
accumulated litter . Loads entering the facility are required to
be covered . Additional litter crews are dispatched as necessary.

Dust is controlled by well maintained access roads and frequent
watering . Chemical dust suppressants may be used in the future if
needed . In general, the water truck sprays the access roads
three times a day.

Voids within the daily cell, which could produce rodent and
insect harborage, are minimized by multiple spreading and
compacting of waste and cover . Site personnel frequently inspect
the landfill for rodent activity . If pest activity is observed,
site personnel will contact pest control specialist for advice.

Bird problems are controlled by prompt compaction and daily cover
and controlling on-site litter . The site is inspected daily to
verify that the waste has been adequately covered and that no '
food sources are available for ravens on site.

Additionally, a program was developed by a qualified biologist to
monitor raven population at the disposal site and surrounding
public lands . The purpose of this program is to determine
potential raven habitat and migratory behavior . Appropriate
measures will be developed through implementation of this program
to reduce potential habitat at the site and eliminate and/or
reduce existing use of the site by ravens . The implementation
program shall be prepared by the County in conjunction with BLM,
the U .S . Fish and Wildlife Service, and the California Department
of Fish and Game, and shall be approved by the County and BLM.
This program will be implemented within 1 year after approval of
the permit revision . All feasible mitigation measures developed
through this program shall be incorporated into project design
and/or operations.

•

•
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The scale house and the landfill's vehicles and equipment are
equipped with fire extinguishers . Any minor fires occurring on
the landfill will be extinguished by the landfill personnel using
cover soil or water . Local fire departments will be contacted if
the fire cannot be controlled by on-site personnel and equipment.

The facility's drainage design is planned to direct stormwater
runoff away from the landfill in an expedient manner to minimize
the potential for leachate production and to protect the site
from erosion . The design includes benches and downdrains to
collect runoff from the operating deck area and side slopes to
perimeter channels for conveyance off-site . The run-on drainage
area is limited, by the topography of the surrounding land . The
potential run-on is channeled around the landfill by a perimeter
drainage ditch.

At least one employee, trained in hazardous waste load checking,
is present at the tipping area to watch each customer unload.
The employee's job, is to identify and remove household hazardous
waste the from waste stream and inspect several incoming
collection trucks . They also log any vehicle which is seen
dumping any hazardous waste . Any hazardous waste incident would
be handled by the County's Hazardous Waste Response Team.

No landfill gas recovery system is planned for the site.
However, the operator does monitor landfill gas on a routine
basis . The most recent monitoring results indicate that the
methane levels at the site are below Title 14, California Code of
Regulations-action levels.

Resource Recovery The facility proposes the separation of
tires, construction/demolition debris, wood waste, used
mattresses, appliances, waste tires, and salvaging of bulky
items . Recyclable materials will be moved off site on a schedule
approved by the LEA.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC), Section 44009,
the Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the
issuance of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Since the proposed
permit for this facility was received on March 29, 1995 the last
day the Board may act is May 28, 1995.
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The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the permit and supporting documentation, and have found
that the proposed permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making the determination the
following requirements were considered:

1.

	

Conformance with County Plan

Since the site is a disposal site and the proposed permit
would allow the site to accept a significant increase in the
amount of waste, the LEA must certify compliance with
section 50000 of the PRC . On July 27, 1993, the San
Bernardino County Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution
Number 93-226 approving Barstow Solid Waste Disposal
Facility's site and project description . No notices of
approval or disapproval were received from the incorporated
cities/towns . Therefore, the facility is deemed approved by
the majority of the cities/towns within the county
containing a majority of the population of the incorporated
area . The LEA has made the determination the facility has
complied with the requirement of PRC 50000 (a)(3), as stated

41,

	

in their letter dated November 2, 1993 . Board staff agree
with said determination.

2.

	

Consistency with General Plan

A memorandum from the County of San Bernardino, dated July
13, 1993, determined that the proposed Barstow Solid Waste
Disposal Facility is consistent with the County's General
Plan and that the landfill is compatible with the
surrounding land uses . Board staff agree with said finding.

3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Diversion, Planning, and Local
Assistance Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC
44009, to determine if the record contains substantial
evidence that the proposed project would prevent or
substantially impair the achievement of waste diversion
goals . Based on available information, staff have
determined that the issuance of the proposed permit would
neither prevent nor substantially impair San Bernardino
County from meeting its waste diversion goals . The analysis
used in making this determination is included as Attachment
4.

•

14J



Barstow Solid Waste
Disposal Facility
Page 8

Agenda Item No .nq

April 25, 1995

4.

	

California Environmental Ouality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation, circulation and
adoption/ certification of an environmental document and
adoption of a Mitigation Reporting or Monitoring Program.

The San Bernardino County Planning Department (County),
acting as Lead Agency prepared a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND), SCH #92072078, for the proposed project.
As required by the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the MND identified the proposed project's potential
significant environmental impacts and provided mitigation
measures that would reduce those impacts to a less than
significant levels . Board staff reviewed the MND and
provided comments to the County on August 26, 1992 . It
should be noted that the MND proposed an increase in the
peak tonnages of approximately 50% over the average daily
tonnages generated . The surrounding land use is designated
Rural Living and Resource Conservation . These designations
allow no substantial development . The County prepared and
submitted an adequate response to comments on February 11,
1993 . The project was adopted as approved and a Notice of
Determination (NOD) was filed by the County Board of
Supervisors on March 15, 1993.

A Mitigation Reporting or Monitoring Program (MRMP) was
adopted . Potential environmental impacts and mitigation
measures associated with the proposed project for the permit
revision of the Barstow Solid Waste Disposal Facility, Solid
Waste Facilities Permit #36-AA-0046, are identified and
incorporated in the MRMP.

After reviewing the MND and the responses to comments, Board
staff have determined that CEQA documents are adequate for
the Board's evaluation of the proposed project for those
project activities which are within this Agency's expertise
and/or powers or which are required to be carried out or
approved by the Board.

5.

	

Consistency with State Minimum Standards

The LEA and Board staff have determined that the facility's
design and operation are in compliance with the State
Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal
based on a review of the submitted Report of Disposal Site
Information and addenda thereto and upon monthly site
inspections . The most recent LEA and Board staff joint

•

•
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•

inspection was conducted on March 15, 1995 and the facility
was found in compliance with all State Minimum Standards.

6. Closure/Post Closure Maintenance Plans and Financial
Mechanism Requirements

Title 14, California Code of Regulations (CCR), section
18268 requires Closure and PostClosure Maintenance Plans for
solid waste disposal facilities . The required preliminary
plans for the landfill were deemed complete by the Board's
Closure and Remediation Branch on January 19, 1994.

The County of San Bernardino has established an enterprise
fund and pledge of revenue as the financial assurance
mechanisms for closure and post closure'maintenance of the
Barstow Solid Waste Disposal Facility . The mechanisms meet
the requirements of Title 14, CCR, Division 7, Chapter 5,
Article 3 .5, section 18285 and 18290 . The enterprise fund
balance is at an acceptable level consistent with 14 CCR
section 18282(b)(2).

The operator is required to demonstrate the required amount
of coverage pursuant to section 18282 of the Regulations by
the fund anniversary date of April 26, 1995 . The operator
has indicated that he will provide the required data by the
second week of April for all nineteen county owned
landfills.

7. Operating Liability

The County of San Bernardino has submitted a Certificate of
Self-Insurance and Risk Management to demonstrate operating
liability coverage for Barstow Solid Waste Disposal
Facility . The Certificate of the Self-Insurance meets the
requirements of Title 14, CCR, section 18237.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit has been
proposed, the Board must either concur with or object to the
proposed permit as submitted by the LEA .

1(15
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Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 95-376
concurring in the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
36-AA-0046.

ATTACHMENTS :

1.

	

Location Map
2.

	

Site Map
3.

	

Permit No . 36-AA-0046
4.

	

AB2296 Finding of Conformance
5.

	

Permit Decision No . 95-376

Prepared by : G . Anderson"/~yldf(/~~	 Phone :255-2375

Reviewed by : Don Dier, Jr .!((

Reviewed by : Douglas Okumura Phone :255-2431

leton

	

Phone :255-2453

Legal Review : 	kPQ	 '	 4//9/sC	 Date/Time

•

•
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
.OLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

1 . Facility/Permit Number:

36-AA-0046
2 . Name and Street Address of Facility:

BARSTOW
SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITY
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DEPT.
(LOCATED APPROX. 3 MILES SOUTH
OF BARSTOW ON SR-24'7)

3 . Name and Mailing Address of Operator:

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DEPT
222 E . HOSPITALITY LN . 2ND FLOOR
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92415-0017

4 . Name and Mailing Address of Owner:

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DEPT
222 E . HOSPITALITY LN . 2ND FLOOR
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92415-0017

5 . Specifications:

a. Permitted Operations : [ I Composting Facility
(mixed wastes)

II Composting Facility
(yard waste)

(XI Landfill Disposal Site

I Processing Facility

II Transfer Station

Transformation Facility

(1 Material Recovery Facility

	

(XI Liquid Septic Waste Class U Surface Impoundments
(Drying Ponds)

b . Permitted Hours/Days of Operation : 8:00am to 4:30pm - Monday through Saturday - 309 days/year -
Site closed New Year's Day, Memorial Day . Fourth of July, Labor Day, Thanksgiving Day and Christmas Day

c . Permitted Tons per Operating Day

Non-Hazardous - General (Solid Waste)
Hazardous - Liquid Septic

azardous - Other
gnated

Hazardous

d . Permitted Traffic Volume :

(CEQAESTIMATEDAVERAGE= 160), PEAK DAILY WADING (SOLID WASTE) = 350 Tons/Day

ANY WITHIN TOTAL 350 Tons/Day
PEAK DAILY WADING (LIQUID) 125 Tons/Day
	 (NONE) Tons/Day.
	 (NONE) Tons/Day
	 (NONE) Tons/Day

	UP TO MAXIMUM TOTAL 306 Vehicles/Day

Incoming vehicles with waste materials
Outgoing vehicles with salvaged materials

Key Design Parameters

ANY WITHIN MAXIMUM TOTAL 306 Vehicles/Day
ANY WITHIN MAXIMUM TOTAL 306 Vehicles/Day.

Permitted Area (in acres)

Design Capacity

Max . Elevation (Ft. M5L)

Max. Depth (Ft . MSL)

Estimated Closure Date

The permit is granted solely to the operator named above . and is not transferable . Upon a change of operator, the permit is subject

to revocation or suspension . The attached permit findings and conditions are integral parts of this permit and supersede the

conditions of any previously issued solid waste facilities permit .

7 . Enforcement Agency Name and Address:
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
HEALTH SERVICES - LEA -
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
385 NORTH ARROWHEAD AVE.
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92415-0160

1
6 . Approval:

Approving Officer Signature

PAMELLA BENNETT . DIRECTOR

w tved by CRVMB:

` A'1AR2 919951995

10 . Permit Review Due Date :

9 . CIWMB Concdrrence Date:

, 1995

1 1 . Permit Issued Date:

2000

	

. 1995
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number:

36—AA—0046

	

•
12 . Legal Description of Facility:

SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 30, TOWNSHIP 9 NORTH . RANGE 1 WEST. SAN BERNARDINO BASELINE & MERIDIAN

13 . Findings:
a .

	

Changes in Site Identification R Description were not identified in the 1986 (latest) County Solid Waste Management Plan.
A Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan has not been approved by the CIWMB . The LEA certifies, pursuant to
Public Resources Code (PRC) § 50000 that the SBCo Board of Supervisors and a majority of the SBCo Cities / Towns with a
majority of the population of the incorporated area of the County have approved the Site Identification & Description.

b .

	

This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the CIWMB pursuant to PRC § 44010 and all applicable Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Subtitle D requirements.

c .

	

The design and operation of the facility (with proposed changes) is in compliance with State Minimum Standards for Solid
Waste Handling and Disposal as determined by the LEA

d .

	

The local fire protection district, the San Bernardino County Forestry and Fire Warden Department, has (pursuant to PRC
§44151 re: PRC §4371 et seq.) determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards.

e .

	

A Notice of Determination on proposed changes at the facility was filed March 22, 1993 with the State Office of Planning
and Research pursuant to PRC § 21081 .6

[.

	

The authorized agent of the local governing body, the San Bernardino County Planning Department has (pursuant to PRC §
50000 .5(a)) determined that proposed changes are consistent with and designated in the applicable general plan.

g.

	

The authorized agent of the local governing body, the San Bernardino County Planning Department has /pursuant to PRC §
50000 .5(b)) found surrounding land use compatible with proposed changes at the facility.

14 . Prohibitions : The permittee is prohibited from accepting any non-hazardous waste requiring special handling, designated wast -
or hazardous waste unless such waste is specifically listed below, and unless the acceptance of such waste is authorizer
all applicable permits:
1 . Liquid septic waste for drying in the designated Class II surface impoundments (drying ponds),
2 . Temporary storage of hazardous waste (detected in the hazardous waste screening/ exclusion program) in the designated
hazardous waste temporary storage shed . (end of list)

The permittee is additionally prohibited from: accepting friable or non-friable asbestos, sewage or septage sludge (except
that from on-site septage ponds), burying whole tires (pursuant to PRC §42801 et seq .) or any metallic discard (pursuant to
PRC §42161 et seq .), and from allowing any open burning or scavenging.

15. The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility:

M Periodic Site REM. 06/08/91 lxl scptage sampling a Analysis Pan/ Load-cbectivg
Program - (CRWQCS-Iahontan 03/15/95 deadline) 03/15/95

)x) Report of Facility information 12/21/94
M 23 CCR Chapter 15 Detection Monitoring

RI Rasardoes Waste Claiovp Report 02/12/91 Program - (for CaWQCbLaaontan) 08/94

•ti Amended Mate Olaebarge Regmremeata tai continent' (General Pan)/
(WDR No. 89-33A-l . WDm No . 88360304005) 09/05/94 Compatibility (Land Use) Findings 07/13/93

M WDR Subtitle D Blanket. lx) 9a1/ Cary Land Parch./ Patient MOO

Amendment 6-93-100 09/09/93 (to deer. responsibilities . procedures . etc .) 03/09/95

IX) septle Ponds C1ean-Cloaure Plan 12/94 lx) PRC 550000 Certification (by ILA) 11/02/93
(candid.] approval by CaWQcB- abontsnl 01/13/95

M None. of Determination - OPR Emus 03/22/93
{xl DIMS Bu-Wate Generator/ Spacial Handler Permit 02/15/94

Rl Contract Operator (NORC• r • Documents 11/05/90
lxl Mitigation Monitoring/ Reporting

02/16/93
_

(Compliance) Program M
Prellminmy

aintenance Pans (deemedcsmplete) 01/20/95
ix) NPDL413tormuata) Permit - .

Notice of Intent 05/02/94 R) Financial Assonance For Closure.
Paat .Ooaura & Corrective Action 09/28/94

pa USFA`A Generator ID CAD951495614 08/06/90
RI Bantle D 'Footprint Decumantatlon 30/09/93

•

lx) Fire Protection District Findings 11/24/93
M i Mojave Desert AQMD Clearance Letter 12/17/93

('q Caw (D®/SWMD) tndmnlaeatien Contract 06/15/94
(!G Certificate of Self-Insurance for

` i
M County Landfill Operating Procedure. Manual 06/93 Operating Liability tolm.
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. SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number:

36-AA-0046
16 . Self Monitoring : In addition to self-monitoring programs and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) mitigation
monitoring and reporting program described in other documents controlling this facility, the following programs shall be reported to
the LEA and others as follows:

Program Reporting Frequency Agency Reported To

Summary of daily records (in tons/day)
per solid waste received, liquid septic
waste received . salvaged/ recovered Quarterly' LEA'
materials leaving site (per type); daily
visual estimate of recovered materials
stored on-site (in weight, volume or count
per type).

Summary of motor vehicle counts in
vehicles/day per : entering with solid Quarterly' LEA'
waste, entering with liquid septic waste.
leaving with recovered materials.

Summary of public complaints received,
regulatory notices received and the Quarterly' LEA'
operator's responses/ corrective actions
taken.

Summary of entries in Log of Special/
Unusual Occurrences and operator's Quarterly ' LEA '
responses/ corrective actions taken.

nary of record-keeping specified in
Hazardous/ PCB/ Prohibited Waste

Screening/ Exclusion Program including:
quantities/ types of materials discovered, (per DENS-Haz-Mat ') LEA. DEHS-Haz-Mat '
responses/ corrective actions taken,
interim/ final disposition of materials
and public education activities.

Vector inspection/ control program (as
may be specified in the RDSI) . (per SBCVCD ') LEA, San Bernardino County Vector

Water quality control of contaminants -
monitoring, reporting . remediation and
related programs including : Waste
Discharge Requirements, water SWAT's . (per local CRWQCB')

Control District (SBCVCD) '

LEA. local California Regional Water
Clean-up & Abatement Orders/ Quality Control Board (CRWQCB) '
Workplans/ Remediation Schedules.
NPDES Permits.

Mr quality management of emissions -
monitoring, reporting, remediation and
related programs including : fugitive dust (per local AQMD ') LEA local Air Quality Management

Indio) control, LPG monitoring/ control . District (AQMD) 2
air SWAT's. AQMD equipment permits.

. (' = Reporting due by the 15th of the (2 =Plus reporting to all other local, state
month following the end of the reporting
period, OR else when due as specified by

the controlling regulatory authority .)

and federal authority with jurisdiction at
the facility .)
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17. LEA Conditions:

(NOTE : LEA conditions listed here shall be in addition to conditions of other documents controlling operation of this
facility.

1. The operator shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as specified in Title 14
California Code of Regulations (CCR) . The operator shall not operate this facility without possession of all required permits/
regulatory approvals . The operator shall inspect the site at least once each day of operation to ensure compliance with all
applicable standards/ conditions/ mitigations/ permits/ regulations.

2. The operator shall comply with all federal, state, and local requirements and enactments including all mitigation and
monitoring measures developed in accordance with any certified environmental document filed pursuant to Public Resources
Code (PRC) §21081.6. and all administrative/ enforcement orders of all regulatory agencies with jurisdiction at this facility.

3. The operator shall maintain a complete copy of this Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP), of all other required regulatory
permits and of all regulatory inspections reports, at the facility or at a location readily accessible to facility personnel, LEA
staff and other regulatory personnel.

4. Additional information concerning the design/ operation of this facility shall be furnished upon request to the LEA and other
regulatory personnel.

5. The operator shall notify the LEA in writing (with proposed amendments to the Report of Facility Information), at least one
hundred fifty (150) days in advance of proposed significant changes (as determined by the LEA), in the design/ operation of
the facility to allow for early consultation, completion of all required documents/ due process review/ filing and the
completion of all related permitting processes . Such notification shall include changes (Including new additions) of:
processing/ composting/ baling/ materials recovery facility (MRF)/ transfer station and/or transformation facility, changes
in permitted hours/ days of operation, permitted tons/day per category, permitted traffic volumes/day per category,
permitted total area, disposal footprint, maximum elevation, maximum depth of waste, and/or estimated closure year . which

may be later proposed for this facility . Documentation of adequate borings to confirm the present location of the dispor

footprint shall be provided to the LEA within one (I) year of SWFP issuance.

6. This facility is authorized to conduct limited salvaging and to store recovered materials (if such salvaging/ storage is
properly described in the RDSI or amendments thereto) for brief periods of time [not to exceed thirty (30) days for any
category of material] and only in closable durable containers as specified by the LEA. Such limited salvaging/ storage shall
only be conducted as pre-approved by the LEA to preclude the creation of health hazards or public nuisances . The facility

shall not to be used as a composting facility, materials recovery facility (MRF), processing facility, transfer station and/or
transformation facility . No crushing . grinding, mechanical sorting, composting, or other processing shall occur at the
facility location except as the LEA may give prior written approval for brief (less than thirty (30) day] experimental/ pilot

project type programs.

7. The LEA reserves the right to suspend and/or modify operations at this facility when deemed necessary due to any
emergency, potential health hazard and/or public nuisance.

8. This SWFP is subject to review by the LEA and may be suspended, revoked or modified at any time for sufficient cause.

9. The operator shall maintain at the facility (or at an approved alternative location), accurate daily records of the tonnage/day

and number of vehicles/day per: incoming solid waste, outgoing recovered material (per category) : and an estimate (by
weight, volume or count) of the total amount of recovered material (per category) stored on-site for brief periods of time.
Such records shall be readily accessible at the facility to the LEA/ other regulatory personnel . A written summary of such
tons/day per category, vehicles/day per category and estimates/day per category, shall be furnished quarterly to the LEA
within fifteen (15) days of the end of each quarter.

10. As outlined in Section 16, the operator shall furnish a written summary of all written public complaints (including all

regulatory notices such as: Notices of Violation, Notice and Orders, Clean-up & Abatement Orders) concerning the facility
received by the operator during a quarter and the operator's responses/ corrective actions taken, to the LEA within fifteen

(15) days of the end of each quarter.

11. As outlined in Section 16, the operator shall maintain at the facility . a log of special/unusual occurrences (S/U 0) . The log

shall include, but not be limited to : fires, explosions, discharges of unusual waste, significant incidents of personal injury.

accidents and/or property damage . Each log entry shall be accompanied by a summary of the responses/ corrective ac'
taken by the operator to mitigate any negative impacts of each occurrence . Days without incidents of S/U 0 shall be ni

with an appropriate negative entry for such days such as : "No S/U 0 today" . The operator shall maintain this log at the
facility in a manner readily accessible to facility personnel and to the LEA/ other regulatory personnel . A written summary
of the log entries during a quarter shall be furnished to the LEA within fifteen (15) days of the end of each quarter.

1 t ^
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17 . LEA Conditions (continued):

23. The operator shall take immediate and independent action to prevent and suppress fires on the project area and shall require
employees to do likewise . The facility shall be maintained with a clearance of flammable material for a minimum distance of
one hundred fifty (150) feet from the periphery of any exposed flammable solid waste, or additional minimum flammable
clearance provisions determined by the local fire protection agency (pursuant to PRC §4373).

24. The operator shall properly equip and maintain noise attenuation and spark arrestor devices (such as mufflers) on all
combustion engines utilized at this facility. All equipment components shall be maintained in good mechanical condition
and properly operated to prevent excessive noise levels and circumstances capable of starting accidental fires.

25. Where residential receptors are present, adequate noise attenuation buffers shall be installed to reduce noise levels to a sixty
(60) dB-(A scale) threshold at any point off-site at a distance of one hundred (100) feet from the facility boundary, or if any
noise levels are deemed to exceed the prescribed threshold limits for sensitive noise receptors, pursuant to the San
Bernardino County (SBCo) General Plan, the SBCo Code . Development Code and Guidelines.

26. The operator shall prepare and implement a comprehensive site surface drainage and erosion control plan for the facility.
The plan shall prevent significant erosion and siltation impacts both on-site and downstream of the site . The plan shall
promote positive sheet-flow run-off from all deck areas and side-slopes to perimeter channels with no significant erosion.
The plan shall provide adequate sedimentation basins to prevent downstream siltation/ deposition, shall provide emergency
remedial measures for sudden/ great storm events, and shall include an implementation schedule . The plan shall ensure no

significant negative off-site impacts occur . A copy of the plan approved under the direction and signature of a California
Registered Civil Engineer shall be furnished to the LEA within one (1) year of SWFP issuance.

27. A qualified landscape architect or botanist shall prepare and implement a revegetation/ landscape plan for the site within
one (1) year of SWFP issuance . The plan shall provide for an effective vegetative cover with native drought-tolerant
vegetation on disturbed surfaces in those portions of the site where disposal activities have ceased . An effective vegetation
cover shall be fifty (50) percent coverage of the revegetated areas without permanent irrigation after a five (5) year period.

28. The operator shall provide final cover over all areas in accordance with the final grading plan and commence revegetatia
accordance with the approved revegetation plan . Where and when final elevation has been attained or a discrete segrega
area of the site can no longer receive waste, final cover shall also be provided.

29. A qualified person shall conduct a field survey prior to excavation or grading of undisturbed portions of the site, to identify
areas that may contain potential resources . If no areas are identified, a report of the field survey shall be prepared and
submitted to the San Bernardino County Museum Archaeological Information Center for review and approval . A copy of the
report shall also be submitted to the County Planning Department Environmental Team . for review and approval . If the field
survey indicates areas of potential resource, excavation shall be monitored by a qualified archaeologist . If no specimens are

found in the excavation, a report of such shall be prepared and submitted as directed by the MMR(C)P . Where specimens are
found, they shall be properly prepared for identification and curation into an established museum repository with an
approved report of findings with appended Itemized inventory of specimens as directed by the MMR(C)P . The LEA shall be

included in all correspondence and transmittal of reports.

30. The operator shall obtain/ maintain all necessary easement agreements with plot plans accurately showing the location of all
utilities crossing the site . Buried utility lines shall also be appropriately noticed on the surface with prominent signs to
discourage the accidental rupture of underground lines by facility activities . Copies of such agreements/ plot plans shall be

provided to the LEA in a timely manner.

31. All site entry signs shall prominently display all required regulatory information.

32. Any required regulatory review/ permits/ certification for groundwater wells, treatment facilities, and/or use of treated
waters for on-site dust-suppression spraying . shall be obtained prior to the installation/ use of such.

33. Appropriate documents shall be provided to the LEA on requirements for (or exemption from) installation of any required
landfill gas collection system (pursuant to RCRA Subtitle D requirements incorporated into Title 14 and Title 23 CCR).

34. In consultation with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) . U .S . Fish and Wildlife Service (USF&WS), California Department
of Fish and Game (CDF&G), the operator shall have a qualified biologist implement a raven monitoring program and develop
appropriate measures to reduce/ eliminate use of the disposal site as raven habitat . The program shall be submitted to the

LEA within one (1) year of SWFP issuance.

35. Any alternate daily cover demonstration proposed to the LEA/CIWMB shall include appropriate consultation with the loc
California Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRWQCB) to ensure that any such proposal is consistent with that
CRWQCB's goals, objectives, WDRs, applicable Cleanup and Abatement Orders and related CRWQCB issues.

l\5



ATTACHMENT 4

State of California

	

California Environmental
Protection Agency

MEMORANDUM

To :

	

3Suzanne Hambleton

	

Date : March 23, 1995
Permits Branch, South
Permitting and Enforcement Division

From :

	

T'et(ha Willmon
Office of Local Assistance
Diversion, Planning, and Local Assistance Division
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : Conformance Findings for the Barstow Solid Waste
Sanitary Landfill, Facility Number 36-AA-0046

The proposed project involves a permit revision for the Barstow
Solid Waste Sanitary Landfill (BSWSL) located in an
unincorporated portion of the County of San Bernardino,
approximately three miles south of the incorporated city of
Barstow . The 160 acre site is an existing solid waste disposal
facility.

The proposed permit revision addresses changes in operating
conditions which include the following : increase in daily tonnage
of solid waste from approximately 32 tons per day to an average
of 160 tons per day ; an increase in daily tonnage of liquid waste
from approximately 14 .2 tons per day to a maximum of 125 tons per
day ; implementation of recycling activities at the landfill ; a
change in operating hours ; increased site life/site capacity;
addition of a temporary hazardous waste storage shed;
construction of scale house/scales and lined septic ponds ; and
installation of environmental monitoring systems . The landfill
accepts mixed municipal wastes, inert solids, nonhazardous solid
wastes and liquid septic wastes.

Pursuant to AB 939 waste diversion goals, the County plans to
initiate a recycling program at the BSWSL . This program may
consist of drop-off/storage bins, removal of waste tires, and
diverting loads containing wood, inert solids, used mattresses,
and bulky items to a designated area for storage and removal .



PRC 44009 :

	

Waste Diversion Requirement

Board staff have reviewed the proposed BSWSL Facilities Permit,
the Barstow Sanitary Landfill Report of Disposal Site
Information, and the Source Reduction . Recycling Elements (SRREs)
for the unincorporated portion of the County of San Bernardino
and the City of Barstow . The County of San Bernardino's SRRE
shows a baseyear diversion rate of 7 .0% . This calculation
includes excluded waste types . The corrected baseyear diversion
rate is 3 .7% . The County expects to achieve a 1995 diversion
rate of 25 .5% in part through programs such as residential
curbside collection, drop-off and buy-back centers,
commercial/industrial recycling, institutional and office
recycling, and participation in a regional materials recovery
facility.

The City of Barstow identifies, in its SRRE, the implementation
of various source reduction and recycling programs during the
short-term . According to the City's preliminary SRRE, Barstow
expects to achieve a diversion rate of 40 .6% by 1995, although
this figure includes excluded waste types.

Based'on this review, staff have determined that the proposed
permit for the BSWSL will not prevent or substantially impair the
County of San Bernardino's achievement of the waste diversion
requirements of AB 939.

PRC 50000 : Conformance with CoSWMP

On November 4, 1993, the CIWMB received a letter from the San
Bernardino County's Department of Environmental Health
Services/Local Enforcement Agency (DEHS/LEA) certifying that, on
July 27, 1993, the San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors
adopted Resolution Number 93-226 approving the Barstow Sanitary
Landfill site and project description . This letter also
indicates that the DENS/LEA received no notices of disapproval or
resolutions of approval from any incorporated cities/towns, with
24 others taking no action . Therefore, pursuant to the statute,
the facility is deemed as approved by the majority of the
cities/towns within the County of San Bernardino containing a
majority of the population of the incorporated area of the
county . Therefore, the BSWSL meets the requirements of PRC 50000.

PRC 50000 .5 :

	

Consistency with the General Plan

According to an interoffice memorandum from the ,County of San
Bernardino Solid Waste Management Department, dated July 13,
1993, the General Plan Team determined that the proposed BSWSL is
consistent with the County of San Bernardino General Plan . This
letter also finds land use adjacent to, and near the facility is
compatible with the facility and the proposed use . In a
conversation with Gail Cotugna, Senior Associate Planner of the



•

San Bernardino Solid Waste Management Department, on October 24,
1994, Ms . Cotugna verified that surrounding land use is
compatible and that appropriate mitigation of any negative
impacts associated with the landfill operation has been
considered in the re-permitting of its operation.

Summary of Conclusions

Based upon the review of submitted documents, the proposed permit
revision conforms with the provisions of AB 2296 as follows:

1.

	

The permit is consistent with the State's waste
diversion requirements (PRC 44009).

2.

	

The facility has been approved by the County of San
Bernardino and by a majority of the cities within the
county which contain a majority of the population of
the incorporated area of the county (PRC 50000).

3.

	

The facility is consistent with the County of San
Bernardino General Plan (PRC 50000 .5).

If you have any questions or comments, please call Tabetha
Willmon at (916) 255-2659.

•



ATTACHMENT 5

•

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-376

April 25, 199.5

WHEREAS, the Barstow Solid Waste Disposal Site is owned by
the United States Bureau of Land Management and operated by the
County of San Bernardino, as a Class III landfill for the
handling and disposal of nonhazardous solid waste ; and

WHEREAS, the San Bernardino County Department of
Environmental Health Services, acting as the Solid Waste Local
Enforcement Agency (LEA) conducted a permit review and found the
following significant changes : increase in the permitted peak
daily tonnage, increase in • the site capacity, extension of the
site's closure year, and increase in the site personnel and
equipment, change in hours of operation, and the addition of an
environmental monitoring system, a scale house and recycling
activities ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA determined Barstow Solid Waste Disposal
Facility required a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit to
allow for the significant changes which had occurred at the
landfill, these significant changes were documented in the LEA's
permit review reports dated February 28, 1989 and December 28,
1994 ; and

WHEREAS, on February 4, 1992, the site was issued a
Stipulated Order of Compliance and Agreement and it was reissued
on February 19, 1993, on November 3, 1993, and lastly, on
November 15, 1994 with a new expiration date of May 28, 1995, to
submit a complete application package for a revised permit ; and

WHEREAS, the operator has submitted to the LEA an
application for Solid Waste Facilities Permit revision to reflect
significant changes from the terms and conditions and operations
described in the 1979 Solid Waste Facilities Permit ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA has submitted to the Board for its review
and concurrence in, or objection to, a revised Solid Waste
Facilities Permit for Barstow Solid Waste Disposal Facility ; and

WHEREAS, the San Bernardino County Solid Waste Management
Department (County), the lead agency for CEQA review, prepared a
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the proposed project and
Board staff reviewed the MND and provided comments to County ; and
the proposed project will not have a significant effect on the
environment ; and mitigation measures were made a condition of the
approval of the proposed project ; and the County approved the
project on March 15, 1993 ; and the Notice of Determination was
filed on March 22, 1993 ; and

141



WHEREAS, Board staff and the LEA have evaluated the proposed
permit and supporting documents for consistency with the
standards adopted by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the San
Bernardino County Solid Waste Management Plan, consistency with
the County's General Plan, and compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, HE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 36-AA-0046.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

a,

•



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 80

ITEM: Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
Revised Solid Waste Facility Permit for Tehachapi
Recycling, Inc ., Kern County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

The Permitting and Enforcement Committee's
recommendations regarding this project were not
available at the time this item went to print.

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Facility Name :

	

Tehachapi Recycling Inc.
Facility No . 15-AA-0106

Facility Type :

	

Existing Material Recovery Facility (MRF)

Location :

	

City of Tehachapi, 416 North Dennison Road

Area :

	

The site boundary encompasses 22 acres

Setting :

	

Zoned M2 (Heavy Industrial)

Proposed Permitted
Tonnage :

	

850 tons per operating day maximum

Operational
Status :

	

Currently operating under a Stipulated Notice
and Order entered into on October 22, 1993

Waste Type :

	

Residential, commercial, construction,
industrial, green/wood, and
construction/demolition wastes

Owner/Operator :

	

Paul Benz, President
Benz Sanitation, Inc . and
Tehachapi Recycling, Inc.
416 Dennison Road
Tehachapi, CA 93581

LEA :

	

Steve McCalley, Director
Environmental Health Services Department
Kern County

'4q
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Proposed Project

On July 16, 1993, the LEA conducted a permit review and
determined that a permit revision would be necessary to
accurately reflect current and planned operational and design
changes that exceed those described in the facility's 1991 Solid
Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) . The LEA has determined that the
following significant changes have or will occur at the MRF
within the next five years:

► Increase in tonnage from 92 to 850 tons per day

► Installation of a gate house

► Addition of a second truck scale

► The relocation of the public tipping area

► Installation of a construction/demolition processing
and screening unit

► Increase in operating days (from 6 to 7 days a week)

► Reduction in site acreage (from 22 to 17 .27 acres)

SUMMARY :

Site History

	

In 1975, a small volume transfer processing
station known then as Tehachapi Sanitation begin operations . The
facility was issued its first solid waste facility permit (SWFP)
in 1979 . In 1991 the permit was revised to reflect the
facility's new classification as a large volume transfer
processing station designed to reclaim salvageable materials from
domestic and commercial refuse . Existing operations at the
facility are presently governed by a Stipulated Notice and Order
(N&O) issued to the operator by the LEA on October 22, 1993 . The
N&O was issued as a result of the significant changes mentioned
in the Proposed Project portion of this report.

Benz Sanitation, Inc ., is the contract solid waste hauler for the
City of Tehachapi, California City, and the surrounding
unincorporated areas of Kern County . Tehachapi Recycling, Inc.
is a wholly owned subsidiary of Benz Sanitation.

On July 1, 1993 the Tehachapi Sanitary Landfill was closed .to the
general public . Subsequently, all the residential, commercial
and construction self waste haulers were routed directly to
Tehachapi Recycling, Inc . MRF for the tipping and processing of
solid waste .

•

•

•
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Proiect Description : The Report of Station Information describes
current design, operation and planned changes for the next five
years at the MRF . The following is a brief synopsis of the
information provided in the RSI:

Currently Tehachapi Recycling Inc . is permitted to receive and
process a maximum of 92 tons per day (TPD) of municipal waste.
The proposed revision will allow the station to receive and
process up to 450 TPD of mixed municipal solid waste and 400 TPD
of combined "green/wood" waste and construction demolition waste
(850 TPD total/maximum) . The increase in waste throughput can
largely be attributed to the closure to the general public, of
the Tehachapi Landfill.

The Tehachapi Recycling, Inc . site boundary encompasses 17 .27
acres . Within the site boundaries is a propane supply service,
toilet rental space, septic pumping service, waste oil recycling,
a mini storage facility and a California redemption buy back
center . The MRF building itself is a 24,000 square foot
structure which includes a tipping floor and conveyor system.
Municipal wastes are deposited on the tipping floor . Large items
are removed before front end loaders push the waste onto the

•

	

conveyor system where materials such as cardboard, glass, paper,
non-ferrous metals, and plastic are separated . A conveyor magnet
is used to extract ferrous metals.

Magazines, newspapers, computer and high grade bond paper are
shredded and baled . Plastic containers, cardboard, "tin" cans,
and aluminum cans are crushed, and asphalt and concrete is
separated.

Green, wood, and construction/demolition waste are separated
prior to arrival . These waste types are deposited east of the
MRF building and segregated into piles at an unpaved area . The
green and wood waste is processed (sized/chipped/ground) daily
with a mobile tub grinder . The inert construction demolition
waste is screened through "shakers" and sold for reuse.

All recovered materials are processed and shipped to market
within four months . Non-recyclable materials exit the MRF via
the conveyor belt system into roll-off containers and are
transported to the Tehachapi Sanitary Landfill for disposal . All
residues are removed from the site within 48 hours.

Environmental Controls : Environmental control measures for
impacts from potential problems from dust, vector and bird,
drainage, litter, noise, odor, and hazardous waste are addressed
in the RSI as follows:

•

l51



Tehachapi Recycling Inc .

	

Agenda Item 80
April 25, 1995

	

Page 4

Dust levels inside and outside the MRF building are maintained
within existing Kern County Air Pollution Control standards.
Dust resulting form the green and wood waste as well as the
construction/demolition waste operations are controlled with
sprinkler applications of small amounts of water . Additional
language has been incorporated into the proposed permit (LEA
Condition #21) that allows the LEA to require more stringent, dust
control measures at the site if the proposed dust control methods
prove to be inadequate.

Vector and Bird control is achieved by processing mixed municipal
solid waste within a closed structure and by cleaning the trucks,
MRF building, baler building, tipping floor and tipping areas
daily . These operation practices minimize odors, dirt, airborne
particulate matter, birds, insects and rodents . Non toxic spray
and fly bait is used as necessary to control flies during optimal
propagation periods, the summer months.

Drainage control is achieved in part because of the natural west
and north slope of the site . Wash down water occurring from
cleaning operations inside the MRF building is maintained inside
the building . An artificial drain is located on the paved area
of the site that is capability of handling a 100 year 24 hour
flood event . This drain handles most of the runoff from the paved
areas of the site . All other water is contained on site.

Litter is minimized at the facility because the MRF and other
recycling buildings at the site are completely enclosed . The
entire site is encompassed by a woven wire fence . Litter that
may accumulate along the entrance road or within the site
boundaries is picked up as needed based on daily drive-by
inspections.

Noise is not considered a problem off or on-site at the MRF.
Site associated vehicles are muffled and sound proofed . Most
waste processing and baling operations take place inside the
buildings which dampens the noise . Employees are required to
wear appropriate eye, ear and other protective gear . In the
twenty years of operation of the transfer station and the two
years of operation of the MRF there has never been a complaint
regarding excessive noise.

Odor control is accomplished by the continuous processing and
prompt removal of residuals . Mixed municipal solid waste or
residue does not remain unprocessed or on the premises more than
48 hours.

Hazardous Waste (HW) screening operations are in effect at the
Tehachapi Recycling Inc . MRF . The following summary outlines

152
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methods utilized at the MRF to prevent receipt of hazardous
materials:

► Waste collection drivers visually inspect trash before
pickup and do not pick up trash if hazardous materials, dead
animals, medical wastes, sludge, oil, ashes and wet cell
batteries are sighted

► If such wastes are discovered at the tipping area they are
identified with the route collection vehicle and customer
and recorded on a form and the customer is given notice.
Subsequent discoveries of this type of waste from the same
customer will result in termination of service

► Designated employees are trained, 24 hour OSHA approved HW
training program

► If HW that has been inadvertently discharged at the facility
is discovered at the MRF, it will be removed by trained
personnel and placed in the appropriate site hazardous waste
storage locker

.

	

► Equipment, Tyvek protective clothing, nitrile or butyl
rubber gloves and respirators, is available to trained
personnel for HW handling

► When in doubt about the hazard of discovered wastes, the
Kern County Hazardous Material Team is contacted for advice
and disposal

► HW will be removed from the storage lockers by a licensed
hazardous waste hauler

Resource Recovery Operations : The Tehachapi Recycling Inc . MRF
currently diverts 37% of the waste stream it receives from
disposal at the local landfills . Waste types received and
processed include mixed municipal solid waste, green/wood waste,
and construction demolition waste . Materials that are recycled
include cardboard, tin cans, newspaper, magazines, plastic
containers, aluminum cans, computer and bound paper, glass, green
waste, wood waste, construction/demolition wastes, and waste
tires.

ANALYSIS:
Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilitv Permit
Pursuant to Public Resource Code Section 44009, the Board has 60
calendar days to concur with or object to the issuance of a solid

•

	

waste facility permit . The proposed permit was received December
22, 1994 . However, the LEA and operator waived the Boards
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statutory timelines for this permit so violations of State
Minimum Standards could be corrected.

The LEA has informed staff that the violations have now been
corrected and requested that the item be placed on the Permitting
and Enforcement and Board meetings scheduled for the month of
April, 1995 . Staff have reviewed the proposed permit and
supporting documentation and found the proposed permit to be
acceptable for the Board's consideration of concurrence . In
making this determination the following items were considered:

1.

	

Conformance with County Plan

The Kern County Local Task Force (LTF) reviewed the proposed
revision and sent a letter, dated August 4, 1994, to the
Board attesting to their approval of the project . Based on
this information, staff agree with the LEA's certification
that the requirements of PRC 50000 have been met.

2.

	

Consistency with General Plan

The LEA, in the proposed permit, made findings stating that
the proposed project is consistent with and designated in
the applicable general plan and that the surrounding land
uses are compatible . This information was verified by staff
from the Tehachapi Planning Department . Therefore, Board
staff agree with said findings (Attachment 4).

3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Diversion, Planning and Local
Assistance Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC
44009, to determine if the record contains substantial
evidence that the proposed project would impair the
achievement of waste diversion goals . Based on available
information, staff have determined that the issuance of the
proposed permit would neither prevent nor substantially
impair the achievement of the waste diversion requirements
of AB 939 (Attachment 4).

4.

	

California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation, findings of
significance, and a determination of completeness of an
environmental document and adoption of a mitigation .
reporting or monitoring program (MRMP), when applicable.

The Kern County Environmental Health Department, acting as
lead agency prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration, (MND)
State Clearinghouse Number 94032046, to analyze and mitigate

154



Tehachapi Recycling Inc .

	

Agenda Item BO
• April 25, 1995

	

Page 7

for possible environmental impacts associated with the
proposed Solid Waste Facility Permit revision for Tehachapi
Recycling Inc . Board staff reviewed the MND and provided
comments to the County . The document was approved by the
Lead Agency on August 8, 1994, and a Notice of Determination
was filed with the County of Kern and the State
Clearinghouse on August 10, 1994.

Impacts resulting from traffic volume increases related to
the increase in tonnage at Tehachapi Recycling, were found
to be less than significant as they were consistent with the
reduction in traffic associated with the closure of the
Tehachapi Landfill (to the public) and with the surrounding
land use [Hwy . 58, and Heavy Industrial (M2) Zoning] . A
mitigation measure for potential significant air quality
impacts was developed and will be enforced by the SWFP.

After reviewing the environmental documentation for this
site, Board staff have determined that the Mitigated
Negative Declaration is adequate and appropriate for the
Board's use in evaluating the project.

Consistency with State Minimum Standards

The LEA and Board staff have determined, based on review of
the Report of Station Information and supporting
documentation that the facility's design is adequate and is
consistent with Local and State standards . However, during
the joint LEA and Board staff inspections conducted on
August 30, 1994, and December 27, 1994, multiple violations
of State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and
Disposal were discovered (Attachment #5) . Recently, the
operator has worked diligently to correct these violations
and bring this facility into compliance with requirements.
Consequently, the latest LEA and Board staff inspection of
March 3, 1995, revealed no violations of State Minimum
Standards.

Additionally, this facility is in violation of the Public
Resources Code (PRC) Sections 44004 and 44014 (b), Significant
Change and operating outside the terms and conditions of the
permit . Board concurrence with this permit and its subsequent
issuance by the LEA will correct these violations.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facility Permit has been proposed,
the Board must either object to or concur with the issuance of

•

	

the permit as submitted by the LEA.

• 5 .
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Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 95-391
concurring with the issuance of Solid Waste Facility Permit No.
15-AA-0106.

Prepared by :	 Terry Smith/.SG~ 7 Phone : 255-2376

41:141r,
%9hAs

Reviewed by:JoJr./S	 an e Hambleton	 Phone : 255-2454

Approved by :	 Douglas Y . Okumur .	 Phone : 255-2431

-

f
	 7t$~	 Phone : 255-2188

ATTACHMENTS :

9S

1 . Location Map
2 . Site Map
3 . Proposed Permit 15-AA-0106
4 . AB2296 Finding of Conformance
5 . Summary of Violations
6 . Permit Decision No .—95--391

Legal Review:
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kccacnment 3

q Processing Facility

q Transfer Station

q Transformation Facility

q Other:	

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

I . Facility/Permit Number.

15-AA-0106

2 . Name and Street address of Facility:

Tehachapi Recycling, Inc.
416 Dennison Road

Tehachapi, CA 93581

3 . Name and Mailing Address of Operator.

Paul Benz

P. O. Box B

416 Dennison Road

Tehachapi, CA 93581

4. Name and Mailing Address of Owner.

Paul Benz

P. O . Box B

416 Dennison Road

Tehachapi, CA 93581

5 . Specifications:

a. Permitted Operations:

	

q Composting Facility (mixed wastes)

q Composting Facility (yard wastes)

q Landfill Disposal Site

® Material Recovery Facility

b . Permitted Hours of Operation.

The facility operates 7 days per week except for the following holidays:

January 1st, Easter, July 4th, Thanksgiving, December25

The facility is open :

	

1 . To the public 14 hours per day from 7:00 a.m. to 5 :00 p.m.

2. To Benz Sanitation refuse vehicles 24 hours per day

•

c. Permitted Tons per Operating Day:

Non-Hazardous - General

Non-Hazardous - Sludge
Non-Hazardous - Separated or commingled recyclables
Non-Hazardous - Other
Designated (See Section 14 of Permit)
Hazardous (Sec Section 14 of Permit)

d. Permitted Traffic Volume:
Incoming waste materials

Outgoing waste materials (for disposal)
Outgoing materials (for recycling)
Employee/Visitors

Total :	 850	 Tons/Day 24 his.

	 450	 Tons/Day 24 his.
	 N/A	

400	 Tons/Day 24 his.
	 N/A	

N/A	
N/A

Total:	 200	 Vehicles/Day Maximum
	 37	 Packers/Day
	 70	 Self Haul
	 18	 Vehicles/Day
	 30	 Vehicles/Day
	 45	 Vehicles/Day

e . Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIWMB validations):

Total

	

Disposal

	

Transfer

	

Composting

	

Transformation

Permitted Area (in acres)

Design Capacity (tons per hour)

	

. . ,

	

.

Max . Elevation (FL MSL)

	

'

	

..

Max . Depth (FL BGS)

Estimated Closure Date

This permit is granted solely to the operator named above, and is not transferable . Upon a change of operator, this permit is no longer valid. Further, upon

a significant change in design or operation from that described herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension . The attached permit findings and

conditions are integral parts of this permit and supers 4e the conditions of any previously issued solid waste facility permits.

6

	

Appr . val :

	

%

	

' I I 7 . Local Enforcement Agency Name and Address:

Kern County Environmental Health

Services Department

2700 "M" Street, Suite 300

Bakersfield, CA 93301

Approving Officer Signature

Steve McCalley, Director

Environmental Health Services Departme

8. Received by CIWMB :

	

DEC 2 2

	

W94 9 . CIWMB Concurrence Date:

to . Permit Review Due Date : I L Permit Issued Date :

WO:DW :ch
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a N/A N/A a N/A N/A

N/A N/A 20 tp hr N/A N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A
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Facility/Permit Number:

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 15-AA-0106

12 .

	

Legal Description of Facility (attach map with RF):

NW/4 Sec . 22, T32S, R38E, MDB&M, Assessors Parcel Number 223-180-02

13 .

	

Findings:

a. This permit is consistent with the County Solid Waste Management Plan .

	

Comments on the site identification and description of the facility
have been submitted by the Local Task Force on August 4, 1994, Public Resources Code, Section 50000.

b . This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) .

	

Public Resources Code,

Section 44010.

c . The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as
determined by the LEA.

d . The City of Tehachapi Fire Department has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards as required in Public
Resources Code, Section 44151.

e. A Notice of Determination is filed with the State Clearinghouse for all facilities which are not exempt from CEQA and documents pursuant to
Public Resources Code, Section 21152 .

	

A mitigated Negative Declaration, prepared by Kern County Planning Department, on behalf of Kern
County Environmental Health Services Department, was adopted on August 4, 1994, by Kern County Environmental Health Services Department,
and a mitigated monitoring program was also adopted. SCH 494032046 .

Waste Management Board.f. A County-wide Integrated Waste Management Plan has not been approved by the California Integrated

g. The following authorized agent has made a determination that the facility is consistent with, and designated in, the applicable general plan: City
of Tehachapi Planning Department .

	

Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(a).

h. The following local governing body has made a written fording that surrounding land use is compatible with the facility operation, as required
in Public Resources Code, Section .50000.5(b) .

	

City of Tehachapi Planning Department.

14 .

	

Prohibitions :

	

,

The permittee is prohibited from accepting any liquid waste sludge, nonhazardous waste requiring special handling, designated waste, or hazardous
waste, unless such waste is specifically listed below, and unless the acceptance of such waste is authorized by all applicable permits .

	

Household
hazardous waste including used motor oil and wet cell batteries are accepted for recycling.

The permittee is additionally prohibited from the following items:

Scavenging by the public
Disposal of drugs, poisons, or pesticides
Burning of wastes or receipt of hot or combusting wastes or wood stove ashes
The salvaging of cosmetics, food, beverages, or any materials capable of impairing public health
Receipt of large dead animals
Receipt of untreated medical wastes

15 .

	

The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility (insert document date in spaces):

Date :

	

Date:

n

	

Report of Facility Information

	

.

	

10/94

	

n Contract Agreements - operator

	

N/A
and contract

n Letter from City of Tehachapi

	

12/90

	

n Waste Discharge Requirements

	

N/A

regarding approved land use

	

-

	

'

q Air Pollution Permits

	

11/93

	

n Local & County Ordinances

	

N/A

n Negative Declaration

	

9/94

	

q Final Closure & Post Closure

	

N/A

SCH #94032046

	

Maintenance Plan

n

	

operator

	

N/A

	

n Amendment to RFI

	

12/94Lease Agreements - owner and

n Preliminary Closure/Post Closure Plan

	

N/A

	

q Other (list) :

	

N/A

q Closure Financial Responsibility

	

N/A
Document

	

a
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Facility/Permit Number.

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 15-AA-0106

16 . Self-Monitoring:

a.

	

Results of all self-monitoring programs as described in the Report of Facility Information, will be reported in a format approved by the LEA, as
follows :

Program Reporting Frequency Agency Reported To:

Significant Special Occurrence.
Maintain a log of special
occurrences to include :

	

fire,
explosion, accidents, extended shut
down periods at MRF, discharge of
hazardous or unpermitted waste,
significant accidents or property
damage, and any nuisance, health or
safety complaints regarding this
facility, written or verbal .

WITHIN 24 HOURS

Report of actions taken by the
operator to correct any nuisance,
health or safety complaints
regarding this facility, written or
verbal .

WITHIN SEVEN (7)
CALENDAR DAYS

Results of the operator's load
check and hazardous waste
screening program, including the
quantities and types of hazardous KCEHSD
waste, or otherwise prohibited
wastes found in the waste stream
and the deposition of these
materials . Lack of load checks
during any 24-hour period shall be
reported on a daily log.

QUARTERLY

Quantities and types of wastes
received.

Results of a comprehensive site
safety evaluation conducted by a
certified industrial hygienist or
registered professional safety
engineer.

Summary of the daily log.

Summary of the log of special
occurrences.

Quantities and types of goods
recycled.

ANNUALLY

Due two (2) weeks after
the 1st of the year

•

•

t in
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Facility/Permit
15-AA-0106SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

LEA Conditions
17.

1. This Material Recovery Facility (MRF) shall be operated in compliance with State Minimum
Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal.

2. This MRF shall be in compliance with all federal, state, and local requirements and enactments,
including all mitigation measures listed in any adopted document filed pursuant to Public Resources
Code, Section 21081 .6.

3. Site access shall be granted for the purpose of inspection without prior notification to the LEA or
the California Integrated Waste Management Board.

4. The operator shall notify the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), in writing, at least 120 days in
advance of any proposed significant changes in the design/operation of the MRF to allow for early
consultation, completion of all required environmental documents and their due process review/filing
and the obtaining of all other required documents or permits.

5. The LEA through this Solid Waste Facilities Permit, may prohibit or condition the handling or
disposal of solid wastes to protect the public health and safety, protect and rehabilitate, or enhance
the environment, or to mitigate adverse environmental impacts.

6. The operator shall maintain a copy of this permit at the facility so as to be available at all times to
facility personnel and to Enforcement Agencies' personnel.

7. The LEA reserves the right to suspend or modify waste receiving operations when deemed necessary
due to an emergency, imminent health hazard, or the creation of a public nuisance.

8. The operator shall comply with the Waste Tire Stora$e and Disposal Standards in Title 14, CCR,
Chapter 3, Article 5 .5, Sections 17351 through 17355.

9. Material stockpiled on site shall be stored and maintained in a manner to prevent nuisances, vector
harborage, odors, or offsite migration of litter. All wastes shall be recycled or reused within a
maximum period of four months.

10. This material recovery facility shall recover for reuse or recycling at least 15% of the total volume
of material received by the facility per PRC 50000(a) (4).

11. The operator shall maintain a log of special occurrences such as employee injuries, fire, explosion,
excessive odors, extended shut down periods at the MRF, discharge of hazardous or unpermitted
waste, significant accidents or property damage.

12. Unprocessed wastes shall be removed from the tipping floor and conveyor system during periods
of equipment shutdown.

13. Public access to processing and storage areas shall be defined and marked with limit lines and
appropriate signs.

\V 4 WO :DW :ch
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' SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

Facility/Permit Number:

15-AA-0106

LEA Conditions - continued

14.

	

The operator shall maintain a daily log of the number and type of vehicles utilizing the site.

15. All equipment and processing and receiving areas shall be provided with adequate, properly
maintained and situated railings, curbs, backup barriers, grates and fences, and safety devices.
Mechanical blocking devices shall be provided for conveyor and baling equipment undergoing
maintenance.

16. In no case shall the operator store on site more than 500 tires at any one time . The tire storage area
is limited in size to 0 .5 acre and shall have adequate drainage and access . Salvaged tires shall be
removed from the site on a monthly basis or more frequently, as required by the Local Enforcement
Agency. '

17.

	

Copies of any written complaint concerning the M1U shall be mailed and/or faxed to the LEA
within 24 hours of its receipt by the operator.

18. Muffler systems of all equipment working at the site shall be maintained in good working order.
This requirement includes on-site process and construction equipment, and commercial vehicles
operated by Benz Sanitation, Boron Sanitation, Mojave Sanitation, Ridgecrest Sanitation or Benz
Propane.

19.

	

Outdoor lighting shall be directed toward the center of the facility to avoid luminescence off site.

20.

	

The operator shall install and maintain an operational calibrated survey meter at the scales to detect
radiological materials at all times during the hours of receipt of refuse.

21.

	

The LEA reserves the right to require the operator to provide more stringent dust control measures
if the proposed dust control system proves inadequate or ineffective.

22.

	

Waste collection vehicles shall be emptied and cleaned of refuse at the end of each day . Roll off
containers shall be covered when used for transportation or storage of wastes or recyclables.

23.

	

Transfer of residual waste to the Tehachapi Sanitary Landfill shall not exceed that facility's
permitted daily tonnage.

24.

	

The operator shall notify the LEA following receipt of a Notice of Violation or upon receipt of
notification of complaints regarding the facility which have been received by other agencies.

WO :DW:ch
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Attachment 4
California Environmental

Protection Agency

To :

	

3Terry Smith

	

Date : February 8, 1995
Permits Branch - South
Permitting and Enforcement Division

From :

	

o.~
-r5 M . Anders

Office of Local Assistance, Central Section
Diversion, Planning, and Local Assistance Division
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : CONFORMANCE FINDING FOR THE TEHACHAPI RECYCLING INC.
MATERIALS RECOVERY FACILITY, NUMBER 15-AA-0106'

The proposed project involves a revised permit for the Tehachapi
Recycling Inc ., Material Recovery Facility (TRIMRF) . The
facility is located at 416 North Dennison Road in the City of
Tehachapi on 17 .27 acres . The TRIMRF will be a combined transfer
station/materials recovery facility and will serve the cities of
Tehachapi, California City and Eastern Kern County . The facility
will be used to help achieve the required diversion mandates for
the cities and County.

The proposed project includes : increasing the daily tonnage from
a maximum of 92 tons per day (TPD), to accepting and processing
of 450 TPD of mixed municipal solid waste and 400 TPD of green
waste and inert materials . The mixed municipal solid waste is
deposited on the tipping floor where tires, white goods, large
metal and wood are removed . The mixed waste is then pushed onto
a conveyer where magnets and workers sort the cardboard, glass,
paper, metal, and plastics from the waste . The sorted material
is bailed and shipped to market . The green/wood waste and
construction/demolition waste are source separated prior to
receipt and are processed on = site before being sent to market.

PRC 44009 : Waste Diversion Requirement

Kern County's Final Draft Source Reduction and Recycling Element
(SRRE) describe the programs which they will use to achieve the
diversion mandates . The cities and County expect to meet the
diversion mandates through a combination of local and regional
source reduction, recycling, and composting programs.

Board staff have reviewed the proposed TRIMRF Solid Waste
Facilities Permit, the Report of Facility Information, and the
Preliminary Draft Source Reduction and Recycling Elements (SRRE)
for the cities of Tehachapi, California City and the
unincorporated area of Kern County . Based on this review and in
consultation with Mr . Gregg Strakaluse from the Kern County
Public Works Department, Solid Waste Management Division, Board
staff have determined that the revised permit for TRIMRF, should
not prevent or substantially impair the achievement of the waste

1 n 1 . diversion mandates.

State of California

M E M O R A N D U M



Terry Smith
15-AA-0106
February 8, 1995

PRC 50000 : Conformance with the CoSWMP

The proposed revision of the TRIMRF project was reviewed by the
LTF . Based on the LTF's understanding of the project, they
concluded that the proposed TRIMRF project be allowed to increase
the tonnages with stipulations that the facility have an average
daily tonnage (ADT) on an annual basis of 250 TPD not to exceed
450 TPD for municipal solid waste and an ADT on an annual basis
of 200 TPD not to exceed 400 TPD for green waste . Ms . Daphne
Washington, Chair of the County Integrated Waste Management Task
Force sent a letter to Board staff documenting this approval of
the facility on August 4, 1994 . Based on this information Board
staff concludes that the requirements of PRC 50000 have been met.

PRC 50000 .5 : Consistency with the General Plan

According to the Proposed Solid Waste Facilities Permit number
15-AA-0106 for the TRIMRF dated December 22, 1994, the Tehachapi
Planning Department has made the determination that the project
is consistent with, and designated in, the applicable general
plan : In addition, the Tehacha pi Planning Department has made a
finding that the surrounding land use is compatible with the
project operations . This information was verified by Mr . Darrell
Daugherty, City Planner with the Tehachapi Planning Department.

Summary of Conclusions

Based upon the review of the submitted documents, the proposed
permit conforms with the provision of AB 2296 as follows:

1. The permit is consistent with the State's waste diversion
requirements (PRC 44009).

2. The facility is in conformance with the County's Solid Waste
Management Plan (CoSWMP) (PRC 50000).

3. The facility is consistent with the Kern County General Plan
(PRC 50000 .5).

If you have any questions or comments, please call Trevor
Anderson at (916) 255-2309 .

\SI



Attachment 5
The following violations of 14 CCR (State Minimum Standards for
Handling Solid Waste) were discovered during the joint LEA and
Board staff inspection of August 30, 1994:

17741 -RSI (Current)
1) The March, 1991 RSI mentions AB2707 which requires cities and
counties provide for the safe removal and disposal of household
hazardous waste (HHHW) from the wastestream . In several
different sections of the RSI HHHW removal, storage and disposal
are described in great detail . In reality this is not being
performed . According to the LEA inspector, the operator has had
on-site for approximately two years a HHHW storage unit . He
further states that to his knowledge, it has never been used.
2) The quantity of waste accepted currently does not agree with
estimates in the RSI . Waste handling procedures do not agree
either.
3) On page 8 of the RSI it states that the area is subject to
almost constant winds, litter will be controlled by constant
litter abatement . This is not taking place.
4) The methodology for handling waste water and sump sediments is
not being adhered to.
5) Hours and days of operation in the RSI are not accurate.

17442 - Station Modification
1) An additional 25 acre parcel of land has been added to the
permitted portion of the site . Boundary fences have been moved
to include this additional parcel . It is currently being used
for storage of 12-40 cubic yard bins of chipped wood and 14-40
cubic yard bins of glass.
2) A new structure is being built just east of the propane
storage area . It is not mentioned in either the existing SWFP
and governing RSI, nor in the draft SWFP and August, 1994 RSI.
The operation is supposed to describe the structure and its
anticipated use at least 120 days before starting construction in
an RSI amendment.

17496 - Protection of Users
1) The asphalt pad to the north and west of the main processing
building had nails, screws and a kitchen knife on it . The LEA
has received complaints of users getting flat tires at this
facility.

17512 - Cleaning
1) There is an accumulation of dust, dirt, litter and cobwebs in
the main processing building.
2) Equipment had a buildup of dirt on it, under it and in it.
3) We found old trash left in many waste bins.
4) Trash had been left on the tipping floor overnight.
5) The RSI states "the station will be cleaned daily" . This is
not being done.

19b
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17520 - Storage of Salvage
1) Metal (pressurized) gas cylinders were found in several
locations throughout the site . A 5 gallon propane tank still
under pressure was being used as a doorstop.
2)Batteries were observed left on the ground in several locations
throughout the site.
3) Food residue from bales of cans and bottles had built up on
the asphalt pad.
4) Tires are not being stored properly nor removed as frequently
as required.

17521 - Removal
1) Tires are not being stored properly nor removed as frequently
as required.
2) There are several bins with materials that have been there for
long periods of time, e .g . gypsum board, tires, contaminated
soil, clarifier sludge and grease.

17532 - Dust Control
1) Excessive dust was observed at the elevated sortline.
2) Excessive dust was observed on the unpaved roads.
3) Excessive dust was observed in the construction/demolition
waste sortline.
4) Visible emissions of dust are not allowed per the SWFP,
Prohibitions.

17534 - Drainage Control
1) Trucks and heavy equipment are being steam washed in the wash
down area . The drain leads to a clarifier and dry well.
Petrochemical fluids and other waste material containing heavy
metals and/or toxic sediments are collected in the clarifier.
Solids collected in the clarifier are not being tested as
required . Silt-like material is removed from the clarifier and
placed in a 10 cubic yard bin . When the bin is full it is taken
to the landfill and dumped.

17535 -LitterControl
1) Both on-site and off-site litter were observed . Some of the
plastic had been there long enough to be decomposing.
2) Litter is not allowed per the SWFP, Prohibitions.

17550 - Housekeeping
1) The operator has allowed scrap, salvaged material, obsolete
vehicles, barrels, bins and construction material to accumulate
at the former perimeter boundary . Since the fence surrounding
this material has been moved because of the addition of another
parcel of land, litter formerly held by the material and fence is
now spreading.

17557 -Station Maintenance
1) An electrical control box at the east end of the south side
of the elevated conveyor had the bottom broken out of it.
Exposed wiring running to a switch box had been crudely hooked
up .
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17562 - Hazardous Wastes
1) Used motor oil was observed in several locations . Two one-
gallon coolant containers filled with used oil were sitting at
the base of the elevated sortline conveyor, a 5 gallon bucket was
sitting next to the used oil tank, and a 30 gallon barrel was
seen midway along the north fence.
2) Several broken batteries were observed lying on the ground.
On page 16 of the RSI it states "Unbroken car batteries will be
stored on a leak proof skid for sale to an approved battery
recycler ."
3) A 5 gallon can of paint thinner still containing several
ounces of solvent, had been left in a 10 cubic yard bin with
empty 5 gallon plastic paint buckets.
4) The General Manager stated that hazardous wastes are returned
to the generator . No records are kept as to what was received
and what was received and what was returned . The facility needs
to develop a better recordkeeping system.
5) Hazardous waste handling is not in compliance with 22 CCR,
Chapter 30 as it so states in the Health and Safety Plan.
6) The operator is not keeping and therefore has not submitted a
summary of hazardous waste screening activities.

The following violations of 14 CCR (State Minimum Standards for
Handling Solid Waste) were observed during the Joint LEA and
Board staff inspection of December 27, 1994:

17441 -RSI {Current} 4IIW1) The March 1991 RSI mentions AB2707 which requires cities and
counties to provide for the safe removal and disposal of household
hazardous waste (HHHW) from the wastestream . In several different
sections of the RSI, HHHW removal, storage and disposal are described
in great detail . This is not being performed . According to the LEA
inspector, the operator has had a HHHW storage unit on-site for over
two years .

	

On December 27 Joe Broadbent, a contractor for the
operator, LEA inspector Fergerson and myself opened each of the five
compartments in the hazardous waste storage unit and found that only
paint and replacement parts for the sortline and balers, etc . were
being kept inside.
2) The total quantity of waste accepted currently does not agree with
estimates in the RSI . In addition, waste handling procedures do not
agree with the RSI.
3) The procedure for handling waste water and sump sediments is not
being adhered to.
4) Hours and days of operation in the RSI are not accurate.
5) The General Manager stated that hazardous wastes are returned to the
generator . No records are kept as to what was received and what was
returned . The facility needs to develop a record-keeping system.
6) Hazardous waste handling is not in compliance with CCR, Title 22,
Chapter 30 as claimed in the Health and Safety Plan.
7) The operator is not keeping and therefore has not submitted a
summary of hazardous waste screening activities.
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17472 - Traininq
1) The sortline supervisor or lead-person has not been provided the
OSHA-approved 24-hour Hazardous Material Awareness and Safety Course as
required in the Permit.
2) The LEA has determined that records submitted do not satisfy
requirements for frequency or content . Additional training for
sortline workers is needed.
3) Mr . Morse, the facility general manager stated on December 27, 1994
the operator's intention of sending two employees to be certified in
Hazardous Materials training . On August 30, Mr . Morse said that the
facility intended to provide this training to a supervisor . In the
meantime, the MRF continues to operate without an adequately trained
supervisor.

517520 - StorageofSalvage
1) Several broken batteries were observed lying on the ground . This
storage technique is both unsafe for employees and environmentally
unsound . On page 16 of the RSI it states "Unbroken car batteries will
be stored on a leak proof skid for sale to an approved battery
recycler".

	 17550 - Housekeepinq
1) The operator has allowed scrap, salvaged material, obsolete vehicles
and equipment, barrels, bins and construction material to accumulate.
There has been some improvement since our first Pre-permit inspection
in August, however much still needs to be done . There are at least six
different piles of material that need to be combined and organized . Joe
Broadbent stated that the operator has sent several loads of scrap
metal to the metal recycler and intends to continue doing so as the
piles are consolidated .
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Attachment 6

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-391

April 25, 1995

WHEREAS, Tehachapi Recycling Inc . is a Material Recovery
Facility that is designed to separate and process mixed municipal
solid waste, green/wood, and construction/demolition waste for
recover and recycleing; and

WHEREAS, the Kern County, Environmental Health Department,
acting as the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) entered into
Stipulated Notice and Order (N&0) with Tehachapi Recycling Inc .,
on October 22, 1993 ; and

WHEREAS, the N&O allowed continued operations at the
facility, at current levels while the necessary processes
required to receive a revised Solid Waste Facility Permit were
completed ; and

WHEREAS, the operator of the Tehachapi Recycling Inc . has

	

.

	

submitted to the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), Kern County
Environmental Health Services Department, for its consideration
an application for a Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) revision
to reflect design and operational changes ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA has submitted to the Board for its review
and concurrence with or objection to a revised SWFP for the
Tehachapi Recycling Inc . ; and

WHEREAS, the Kern County Environmental Health Department,
acting as the lead agency for the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) review, prepared a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND), State Clearinghouse number 94032046, for the
proposed project and Board staff reviewed the MND and provided
comments to the County; and mitigation measures were made a
condition of the proposed project's approval ; and the proposed
project will not have a significant effect on the environment;
and

WHEREAS, the MND was approved by the Lead Agency on August
8, 1994 ; and a Notice of Determination was filed with the County
Clerk and the State Clearinghouse on August 10, 1994 ; and

WHEREAS, the project description in the CEQA document
accurately discribes the proposed project and is consistent with

	

•

	

the proposed permit ; and
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WHEREAS, the site has had a history of multiple violations
of State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling, but the
operator has worked diligently to correct these violations ; and

WHEREAS, during the most recent joint LEA and Board staff
inspection, conducted on March 3, 1995, no violations of State
Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling were found ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA and Board staff have evaluated the proposed
permit and supporting documentation for consistency with
standards adopted by the Board and have determined that the
facility's proposed design and operation is in compliance with
State Minimum Standards ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
conformance with the Kern County Solid Waste Management Plan,
consistency with the Kern County General Plan and compliance with
the CEQA.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facility Permit No . 15-AA-0106.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 8R

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
Revised Solid Waste Facility Permit for the McKittrick
Waste Treatment Site, Kern County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

The Permitting and Enforcement Committee's
recommendations regarding this project were not
available at the time this item went to print.

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Facility Name :

	

McKittrick Waste Treatment Site,
Facility No . 15-AA-0105

Facility Type :

	

Existing Class II Landfill and
Processing Facility

56533 Highway 58, approximately one mile
south of McKittrick

Permitted site area is 50 acres, 6 .4 acres
used for solid waste disposal and 11 surface
impoundments totalling approximately 14 .1
acres and 7 acres for processing
Biosolids/soils

Rural, zoned for unlimited agriculture,
surrounded by petroleum and mineral
exploration and development operations

Maximum of 750 tons per day

Active, operating under a SWFP
issued in July of 1993

Non-hazardous, non-municipal solid
and liquid wastes

1,857,000 cubic yards total with an expected
closure date of 2035

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Permitted
Tonnage:

Operational
Status:

Acceptable
Waste Type:

Volumetric
Capacity :
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Operator/Owner :

	

Liquid Waste Management/Sanifill, Inc.
Mr . Doug Sobey, Senior Vice President

LEA :

	

Kern County Environmental Health
Services Department, Mr . Steve McCalley,
Director

Proposed Proiect To be consistent with current Waste Discharge
Requirements (WDR) Order No . 90-241, the proponent must, by
September 1995, clean close all 11 of the sites existing unlined
surface impoundment units and upgrade those units to meet
standards contained in Title 23, California Code of Regulations . ,

The LEA has determined that a permit revision is necessary to
accurately reflect current and planned operational and design
changes and incorporate those changes into a Solid Waste Facility
Permit (SWFP) . The following significant changes have or will
occur at the site:

► This permit revision will reflect the operator's plans to
clean close two unlined Class II-I (hazardous Waste) surface
impoundments (IE and IJ) . Impoundment IE has already been
clean closed and the closure of impoundment IJ is in
progress . When the clean closure of impoundment IJ is
completed, the two (IE and IJ) impoundments will be
consolidated and converted into one Class II (non-hazardous
waste) surface impoundment unit equipped with a liner and a
leachate collection and removal system approved by the
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
(CVRWQCB).

► The operator also plans to construct a 100,000 gallon per
day (gpd) Wastewater Treatment Facility to pretreat liquid
wastes prior to discharge into surface impoundments and;

► To increase tonnage from 750 to 950 tons per day (tpd)
maximum throughput (750 tpd solids and 200 tpd liquids)

SUMMARY :
Site History

	

The site is located approximately 1 mile south of
the small town of McKittrick in Kern County . The existing 50
acre site has been in operation since 1972 as a Class II-1
(hazardous waste) treatment facility . According to records, the
site has not accepted hazardous wastes as defined by Department
of Health Service's regulations . To be reclassified as a Class
II non-hazardous waste management site, the impoundment units are
required to be clean closed and retrofitted to meet the
classification criteria of Title 23, California Code of
Regulations, Chapter 15 . Originally, this site consisted of 13
unlined surface impoundments . The existing unlined treatment
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impoundments are under permit from the California Department of
Toxic Substance Control (DTSC) . The impoundments are used to
treat liquid and solid nonhazardous wastes received primarily
from the petroleum industry . The existing unlined surface
impoundments are being clean-closed and replaced with a
combination of a Class II landfill and as many as ten (10) Class
II lined surface impoundments and treatment units . Once the
closure of the impoundments has been approved by DTSC, the
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region, will
assume oversight and require approval of the design of each
planned Class II impoundment (Order No . 90-241).

The phased closure of the old Class II-1 surface impoundments
began with the clean-closure of Impoundments IIA and IIB and will
continue until all of the Class 11-1 surface impoundments have
been cleaned-closed . Impoundments IIA and IIB were consolidated
and make up the current 6 .4 acre, Module "A" Class II solid waste
disposal site.

A Solid Waste Facility Permit was first issued to the McKittrick
Waste Treatment Site (MWTS) on July 9, 1993 . The site consists
of a landfill unit (Module "A"), wastewater treatment systems,

•

	

biological treatment systems for petroleum contaminated wastes,
and unlined surface impoundments . All of the Class II-I units
will be clean-closed and retrofitted with liner systems on a
phased basis . The proposed project changes represent a partial
implementation of the overall project.

Proiect Description Currently, the site is permitted to receive a
maximum of 750 tons per day (tpd) of non-hazardous waste
(Petroleum and Industrial Wastes) . Soils and treated wastes are
only accepted after state approved analytical tests are performed
and the waste is certified as non-hazardous (via testing and
manifest) . Solid wastes accepted at the site do not include
decomposable, putrescible, or municipal solid waste.

The Waste Discharge Requirements limit the types of wastes
received, require liners for the landfill and impoundments, and
set monitoring and reporting criteria for the site . Liquid
wastes received at the site will be discharged into lined surface
impoundments for treatment and solid wastes are either:

1) disposed directly into the landfill ; or
2) placed in dry surface impoundments for storage and

treatment.

Wastewater Treatment Facility
The proposed Wastewater treatment facility will be designed to

•

	

handle up to 100,000 gallons per day (gpd) of liquid wastes . The
facility will accept non-hazardous liquid wastes only--containing
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up to 30 percent solids . Essentially, the process will consist
of decantation, settling, polymer addition (for secondary
settling), and sludge dewatering . Sludge dewatering will be
accomplished by thickening and mechanical dewatering or in sludge
drying beds . Effluents will be discharged into surface
impoundments for evaporation or reclaimed for use as dust
control.

A separate area is designated to handle up to 160 drums per day
of containerized wastes . Drum contents can either be emptied
into a sump for treatment or discharged at the solids disposal
area, depending on the nature and solids content of the wastes.

Solid Waste/Landfill Operations
Solid waste residues remaining after evaporation of the liquid
fraction of wastes are treated in dry surface impoundments to
reduce their organic concentration and to further dry the sludge.
After the treatment process or drying process, the sludge can
either be recycled or disposed of in the on-site landfill.

Solid wastes received at the MWTS are placed in dry surface
impoundments for temporary storage or treatment . Treatment
processes may include biological or chemical stabilization . When
the treatment process has been completed, the soil/waste will
either be recycled or landfilled . The degree of treatment and
compaction of solid wastes accepted for discharge to the landfill
will be contingent upon testing and the performance of the solids
in the disposal area . Because of the nature of the wastes that
are deposited in the MWTS landfill, daily cover is not required.

Resource Recovery
The possible uses of the treated solid material/waste may include
daily cover and/or alternative daily cover material, general fill
material, road base material and/or paving/asphalt blending
material . Also, skimmed oil from the wastewater treatment
facility is planned to be stored and recycled when sufficient
quantities are accumulated.

Environmental Controls Environmental control measures for
impacts from potential problems from accidental hazardous waste
disposal, noise, odor, litter, dust, vectors, fire, and site
security are addressed in the RDSI as follows:

Hazardous waste : screening is accomplished through the
implementation of the Waste Analysis Plan . The Waste Analysis
Plan includes a hazardous waste screening program that has been
approved by the Regional Water Quality Control Board . Before any
waste is accepted at the site the waste generator must furnish a
generator waste profile sheet listing physical and chemical
characteristics of the waste and a generator certification that

•
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the waste are not hazardous . Samples of the waste are tested to
insure the following:

► Waste type conforms with information shown on manifest

► Waste type is permitted for disposal

► Waste type conforms with the generators waste profile

Analyzing the waste in accordance with the plan will prevent
accidental disposal of hazardous wastes and insure that the
incoming waste is compatible with the existing waste materials on
site.

Noise associated with site and vehicular operations is considered
to be insignificant due to the sites physical location
(surrounded by oilfield operations) . The nearest resident is
approximately 3/4 mile northeast of the site . Hearing protection
will be provided to site employees.

Odors have not been a frequent problem at the site . However, a
citizen complaint was received by the LEA in 1992 . Since the

•

	

complaint, the operator in concert with the LEA has prepared and
implemented an odor control plan . The Odor Control Plan outlines
the following activities as they relate to odor : complaints,
detection, abatement, monitoring, response actions, follow-up
actions and record keeping and supporting report forms.

Litter : Due to the nature of wastes received at the site, little
or no litter is generated . If any litter is generated, a litter
patrol will be dispatched to abate the problem.

Dust control measures are employed for the entire length of the
site access road . Dust control activities include watering and
surfacing the roads with gravel, aggregate, and paving with
asphaltic concrete.

Vectors : Solid wastes received at the site do not attract or
harbor insects or rodents.

Fire fighting equipment at the site includes portable,
multipurpose fire extinguishes at each building, within each
vehicle, and at other selected locations . Site personnel are
trained in appropriate response actions for fires . If a fire
should occur the McKittrick Fire Station, which is only 5 minutes
away from the site, will be contacted.

• Site security is provided by a combination of chainlink fencing
and other physical barriers such as berms and steep , surrounding
hills .

I b3
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ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facility Permit
Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC), Section 44009, the Board
has 60 calendar days to concur with or object to the issuance of
a Solid Waste Facility Permit . Since the proposed permit for
this site was received on April 3, 1995, the last day the Board
could act is June 2, 1995.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed . permit and supporting documentation and
have found them to be acceptable for the Board's consideration of
concurrence . In making this determination, the following items
were considered:

1.

	

Conformance with County Plan

The facility is identified on page 10-13 of the 1988 Kern
County Solid Waste Management Plan as a proposed Class II
facility to handle oilfield waste . Based on this
information, staff agree with the LEA's certification that
the requirements of PRC 50000 have been met (Attachment 4).

2.

	

Consistency with General Plan

The permit states that the Kern County Planning Department
made a determination as to the projects consistency with,
and designation in, the Kern County General Plan.
Additionally, the Kern County Board of Supervisors made a
finding that the surrounding land use is compatible with the
facility operation . Staff from the Kern County Planning
Department have verified this information . Therefore, Board
staff concludes that PRC 50000 .5 has been satisfied
(Attachment 4).

3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Diversion, Planning, and Local
Assistance Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC
44009, to determine if the record contains substantial
evidence that the proposed project would impair the
achievement of waste diversion goals . Based on available
information, staff have determined that concurrence with the
proposed permit revision would neither prevent nor
substantially impair the County of Kern from meeting its
waste diversion goals (Attachment 4) .
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4. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

State law requires the preparation, findings of
significance, and a determination of completeness of an
environmental document and adoption of a mitigation
reporting or monitoring program (MRMP), when applicable.

The County bf Kern Resource Management Agency, acting as
lead agency prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration, (MND)
State Clearinghouse number 91112075, for the operation of
the MWTS . The MND was prepared to analyze and mitigate for
possible impacts associated .with the upgrading of all the
existing waste management units at the site to comply with
current regulatory standards . Additionally, the surrounding
land use has not changed since the CEQA document was
prepared . Board staff reviewed the MND and provided
comments to the County. The document was approved by the
Lead Agency on August 3, 1992, and a Notice of Determination
was filed on October 12, 1992.

After reviewing the environmental documentation for this
site, Board staff have determined that the Mitigated

•

	

Negative Declaration is adequate and appropriate for the
Board's use in evaluating this phase of the project.

5. Compliance with State Minimum Standards

The LEA and Board staff have determined based on review of
the Report of Disposal Site Information and supporting
documentation that the facility's design is adequate and is
consistent with State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste
Handling and Disposal . A joint LEA and Board staff
inspection of the site was conducted on February 28, 1995.
The inspection revealed the following violations of State
Minimum Standards:

►

	

14 CCR 17638 Special Occurrences
The facility was not compiling a log of special
occurrences as required.

►

	

14CCR 17672 Traininq
The operator did not have copies of training conducted
for various past months as well as for the month of
February, 1995 . The LEA requires a training session
for each month.

On March 20, 1995, during a routine monthly inspection the LEA
discovered that the violations had been corrected and that the
facility was in compliance with State Minimum Standards for Solid
Waste Handling .

lb5
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6.

	

Closure/Post Closure Maintenance Plans and Financial
Mechanism Requirements

Title 14, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Section 18268
requires Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plans for
landfills . The Preliminary Closure Plans for the McKittrick
Waste Treatment Site were deemed complete by the Board's
Closure and Remediation Branch on June 4, 1993.

The McKittrick Waste Treatment Site Inc . has established an
acceptable financial mechanism through a Trust Agreement
which meets the requirements of 14 CCR . In addition, the
Trust is currently funded to an adequate level as required
by 14 CCR, 18282.

7.

	

Operating Liability

The McKittrick Waste Treatment Site has provided an
acceptable Certificate of Liability Insurance meeting the
requirements of 14 CCR 18236.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facility Permit has been proposed,
the Board must either object to or concur with the issuance of
the permit as submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 95-49
concurring with the issuance of Solid Waste Facility Permit No.
15-AA-0105.

ATTACHMENTS:

1.

	

Location Map
2.

	

Site Maps
3.

	

Proposed Permit 15-AA-0105
4.

	

AB2296 Finding of Conformance
5.

	

Permit Decision No . 95-49

Prepared by :	 erry SmithZV-Wf Phone :	 255-2376

Phone : 255-2454

Phone : 255-2431
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

Attachment
1. Facility/Permit Number.

15-AA-0105

2 .

	

Name and Street address of Facility : 3 . Name and Mailing Address of Operator : 4 . Name and Mailing Address of Owner.

McKittrick Waste Treatment Site Liquid Waste Managemcnt/Sanifill, Inc . Liquid Waste Management/Sanifill . Inc.
56533 Hwy . 58 56533 Hwy . 58 300 Drakes Landing, Suite 155
McKim-kit, CA 93251 McKittrick, CA 93251 Greenbrae, CA 94904

5 . Specifications:

a Permitted Operations:

b . Permitted Hours of Operation :

q Composting Facility Stabilization (mixed wastes)

. q Composting Facility (yard waste)

21 Landfill Disposal Site

q Material Recovery Facility

Processing Facility - Biosolids and
Wastewater Treatment Units

q Transfer Station

q Transformation Facility

I? Other: Class II Surface Impoundments

Note: Provision can be made to accept wastes at other
times of the day through special approval of the
site operator.

750(max) / 620(ave) Solid Tons/Day
c .

	

Permitted Tons per Operating Day : Total :

	

200 (max) Liquid Torts/Day

Non-Hazardous and Designated Solid Waste
Class II Landfill 200 (max)/150 (ave) Ton/Day
Petroleum Contaminated Soils for Bioremediation 550 (maxV470 (avg) Tons/Day

Non-Hazardous and Designated Liquid Waste 200 (max) Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Sludge NIA Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Separated or commingled recyclables N/A Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous

	

Other (See Section 14 of Permit) N/A Tons/Day

Hazardous (See Section 14 of Permit) N/A Tons/Day

d . Permitted Traffic Volume (incoming and outgoing) : Total : 90 (max), 60 (ave) Vehicles/Day (Monthly)•
(based on permitted hours of operation)

Incoming waste materials 45 (ave) Vehicles/Day
Outgoing materials from material recovery operations 45 (ave) Vehicles/Day

c . Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIWMB validations):

Total Disposal/Solid
Waste

Disposal Class II
Surface

Impoundments

Processing -
Wastewater
Treatment

Petroleum
Contaminated

Soils for
Bioremediation

Remaining
Acreage

• 50

	

a 6 .4

	

a 14 .1

	

a N/A

	

a 7 .0

	

a 22 .5

	

a

1 .857,000 cy 514 .000

	

cy 1 .543,000

	

cy

1,355

	

ft 1,355

	

ft

70

	

ft 70

	

ft 69

	

ft

2035 . . . . . . . .

	

..

Sec Pg. 4, 48 of LEA Conditions.

This permit is granted solely to the operator named above and is not transferable . Upon a change of operator- this permit is no longer valid . Further, upon

significant change in design or operation from that described herein . this permit is subject to revocation or suspension . The attached permit findings an.,

conditions are integral parts of this permit and supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste facility permits.

6 . Approa .2

S . Received by CIWMB:
APR

	

3 1995

10 . Permit Review Due Date :

	

II . Permit Issued Date:

CG:ch

	

solid\0105 .cz

7 :00 am - 10 :00 pm Monday - Friday
7 :00 am - 5 :00 pm Saturday
(except major holidays)

Permitted Area (in acres)

Design Capacity

Max . Elevation (Ft. MSL)

Max . Depth (Ft BGS)

Estimated Closure Date

7 . Local Enforcement Agency Name and Address:

Approving Officer Signature

Steve McCallcy, Director
Environmental Health Services Department

Kern County Environmental Health
Services Department
2700 'M- Street, Suite 300
Bakersfield. CA 93301

9 . CIWMB Concurrence Date:

Page 1 of 7



Facility/Permit Number:

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 15-AA-01o5

12 .

	

Legal Description of Facility (attach map with RFD:

S 1/2 S 1/2 NW 1/4 NE 1/4 also SW 1/4 NE 1/4, Section 29, T30S, R22E, MDB&M, County of Kern, State

California.

13 .

	

Findings:

a .

	

This permit is consistent with the County Solid Waste Management Plan .

	

Public Resources Code, Section 50000(a)(1) .

	

1988.
page 10-13.

b .

	

This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) .

	

Public
Resources Code, Section 44010.

c .

	

The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and
Disposal as determined by the LEA.

d .

	

The Kern County Fire Department has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards as require
in Public Resources Code, Section 44151, during the August 24, 1994, physical inspection.

e .

	

A Notice of Determination is filed with the State Clearinghouse for all facilities which are not exempt from CEQA and
documents pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21081 .6 .

	

A Mitigated Negative Declaration, prepared by Kern County
Planning Department was approved on August 3, 1992, by the Kern County Environmental Health Services Department.

SCH

	

91112075

f. A County-wide Integrated Waste Management Plan has not been approved by the California Integrated Waste Management
Board.

g .

	

The following authorized agent has made a determination that the facility is consistent with, and designated in, the applicable
general plan :

	

Kern County Planning Department.

	

Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(a).

h .

	

The following local governing body has made a written finding that surrounding land use is compatible with the facility
operation, ae required in Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(b) .

	

Kern County . Board of Supervisors.

14 .

	

Prohibitions:

The permittee is prohibited from accepting biohazardous and medical wastes, asbestos-containing materials, municipal waste
pesticides, radioactive materials requiring state or federal license and regulations, explosives, strongly odoriferous wastes, dead
animals, untreated sewage sludge, septage, grease trap wastes, or hazardous waste, unless the acceptance of such waste is
authorized by all applicable permits.

The permittee is additionally prohibited from the following items:

Disposal of any free liquid waste in the landfill, except for minimal liquid used for dust control .

	

Scavenging, burning of waste:
eating and smoking within waste processing, loading and storage areas, vector propagation and harborage, off-she migration of
waste, liner, or leachate, off-site discharge of dust or odors sufficient to constitute a health hazard or public nuisance, off-site 11
of drainage water which has come into contact with the wastes, storage of hazardous waste longer than 90 days, standing water
filled areas : .	.

15 .

	

The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility (insert document date in spaces) ::

Date:

	

Date:

IF Report of Facility Information

	

Mav 1993

	

n Contract Agreements - operator and contract

	

N/A

es Land Use Permits and Conditional

	

June 8 . 1972

	

Waste Discharge Requirements

	

August 10 . 199 ,

Use Permits

	

90-241

2 Air Pollution Permits and Variances

	

January 14 . 1992

	

n Local & County Ordinances

EIR or Negative Declaration

	

August 3 . 1992

	

q Final Closure & Post Closure Maine Plan

	

N/A

n Lease Agreements - owner and operator

	

N/A

	

k= Addendum to RFI

	

Jul' 1994

E Preliminary Closure/Post Closure Plan

	

June 7. 1993

	

gt Other (list) :

	

Appendices - Volumes 1-3 to RDSI - Mav 1993

E Closure Financial Responsibility

	

March 30, 1995

Document
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/Permit Number.

15-AA-0105

16 . Self-Monitoring:

a . Results of all self-monitoring programs, as described in the Report of Facility Information, will be reported as follows:

Program

	

Report Frequency

	

Agency Reported To:

A daily log of the number and type of

	

Monthly
vehicles utilizing the site during a
specified time period.

Quantities and types of wastes

	

Monthly

	

Kern County Environmental Health
received . Acceptance and/or disposal

	

Services Department
of hazardous .waste or other
inappropriate wastes, closures, and
rejection of waste load.

The operator shall maintain a log of

	

Upon Occurrence

	

Kern County Environmental Health
special occurrences including: fire.

	

Services Department
explosion, accidents.

The operator shall ensure that a

	

Annually

	

Kern County Environmental Health
comprehensive site safety evaluation is

	

Services Department
conducted by a certified industrial
hygienist.

Results of the operator's load check

	

Annually

	

Kern County Environmental Health
and hazardous waste screening

	

Services Department
program.

A summary report of operator's results

	

Annually

	

Kern County Environmental Health
of bioremediation of liquid & solid

	

Services Department
wastes.

CG:ch

solidl0105 .car
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/Permit Number:

15-AA-0105

157

17.

	

LEA Conditions

1.	This facility shall be operated in compliance with State Minimum Standards for solid waste handling and
disposal.

	

'

2. This facility shall be in compliance with all federal, state, and local requirements and enactments, including
all mitigation measures given in any certified document filed pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section
21081 .6.

3.

	

Additional information concerning the design and operation of this facility shall be furnished upon written
request of the LEA.

4. The operator shall be responsible for proper handling of all wastes accepted and for the disposal of all
wastes and recycled products at the facility . State-certified laboratories shall be used to characterize and
screen waste streams from all generators to determine contaminant loads and compliance levels before
accepting any waste.

5. The permittee shall be responsible for ensuring that each waste shipment originates from a pre-approved
generator and that the waste consistently maintains the physical and chemical characteristics for which it
was approved, or the waste is determined by analysis and testing by a State-certified Laboratory to be
nonhazardous according to the criteria specified in CCR, Title 22, Chapter 11.

6. If the waste is determined to be hazardous after it has been accepted by the permittee, and unless the w!
generator is identified and the waste is returned, the permittee shall become the hazardous waste generator
and shall manage the waste according to laws and regulations enforced by the Department of Toxics and
Substance Control or the United States Environmental Protection Agency, and implement the contingency
plan identified in the Report of Disposal Site Information.

7. The Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) through this solid waste facilities permit, may prohibit or condition
the handling or disposal of solid wastes to protect the public health and safety, protect, rehabilitate, or
enhance the environment, or to mitigate adverse environmental impacts.

8. This permit authorizes and conditions the operation of a 6 .4-acre solid waste landfill, a 7 .0-acre petroleum
contaminated soils for bioremediation area, a wastewater treatment unit, and up to 14 .1 acres of Class II
(nonhazardous) surface impoundments . The Class II surface impoundments covered by this permit include
only the acreage which has completed clean closure as specified in the Closure Plan approved by
CALEPAIDTSC on July 2, 1990, and has obtained a certified clean closure report approved by both the
Department of Toxic Substance Control and the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board . The
remaining acreage (22.5 acres) consists of the Administration site, maintenance area, and the undeveloped
land. Any change that would cause the design or operation of this facility not to conform with the terms
and conditions of this permit is prohibited . Any significant change that may be proposed for this facility
shall require submission of an amended Report of Facility Information and application for a Revised Solid
Waste Facilities Permit to the LEA.

9.

	

This permit excludes the biosolids stabilization process "N-Viro" as described in the July 1994 "Addendum
to Report of Disposal Site Information ." Permit revision and additional CEQA documentation sha
required before the "N-Viro" process is initiated at this facility . .

Page 4 of7
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10. Certification in the form of a Non-Hazardous Waste Manifest from a pre-approved generator shall
accompany each waste shipment and shall be signed by the generator.

11. In the event of unforeseen or accidental release of hazardous waste, handling operations shall be in
compliance with Title 22, California Code of Regulations, Chapter 30.

12. Emergency eyewash, handwash, showers, and first aid provisions shall be readily accessible to facility
employees.

13. Facility employees shall be provided with adequate changing and toilet facilities . Nonpotable water
distribution lines and hose bibbs shall be labeled to prevent ingestion or cross-connection with potable water
distribution lines . Underground water distribution lines shall be maintained a minimum of 10 feet from
waste acceptance or processing areas.

14. Adequate lighting shall be provided after sundown.

15. The buildings and vehicles at the site shall be provided with fire protection equipment as required by the
County of Kern Fire Marshall . Stationary structures shall be adequately ventilated to prevent harmful
accumulations of gases, dusts, or vapors.

16. Access to processing and storage areas shall be defined and marked with limit lines and appropriate signs.

17. All equipment, processing, and receiving areas shall be provided with adequate, properly maintained and
situated, railings, curbs, backup barriers, grates, fences, and safety devices . Mechanical blocking devices
shall be provided to prevent accidental start-up of equipment undergoing maintenance.

13 . Telephones shall be located at the facility with emergency contact names and numbers prominently posted:

19. Site employees shall receive adequate safety training in the prevention of vehicular backing accidents and
hazardous waste recognition . Supervisory personnel shall complete an OSHA-approved 24-hour Hazardous
Material Awareness and Safety Course, renewed annually . Workers in receipt and processing areas shall
be trained in emergency communication . Site personnel shall also receive adequate training in operations,
maintenance, and safety. A comprehensive safety manual shall be maintained on site for employee use.

20. Storage containers and tanks shall be durable, easily cleanable, safe, and leakproof.

21. Water trucks shall be used to maintain access roads and unpaved work areas in a damp condition . Roads
and work areas shall be constructed and maintained to promote adequate drainage and prevent standin g
water.

22. .Application of pesticides, rodenticides, or herbicides shall be performed by a state-licensed pest control
operator and in compliance with wildlife protective measures of the State of California Department of Fish
and Game (CDFG) and the United States Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS).

23. The operator shall be responsible for on-site occupational health and safety regulatory compliance, pursuant
to the guidelines established by the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) and Cal-OSHA,
for all facility employees, waste transport personnel, and visitors.

Page i of 7
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24 .

	

Personal protective equipment shall be provided for all employees in receipt, processing, and shipping area .-
as required by Cal-OSHA and Federal OSHA standards . Safety equipment shall include, but not limre
to :

A. Respiratory protection
B. Safety helmets
C. Steel-toed, puncture-proof shoes
D. Gloves
E. Hearing protection
F. Eye protection
G. High visibility clothing

25 . The operator shall ensure that safety equipment is maintained in satisfactory condition and worn or used
by facility employees in areas where required.

	

26 .

	

The operator shall maintain a sign at the entrance to the site stating no hazardous wastes are accepted.
Hours of operation and other pertinent information shall be provided.

27 . The operator shall maintain an emergency procedures manual on site, kept current with the following
information:

A. Emergency phone list
B. Action guides in check list format
C. Resources and equipment list
D. Response plans
E. Coordination plans

28 . An adequate water supply for dust control and fire suppression shall be available at all times during the
operation of this facility. The water supply shall be acceptable to the Kern County Fire Department and
the LEA.

29 . This permit is subject to review by the Local Enforcement Agency and may be modified, suspended, or
revoked for sufficient cause after a hearing.

30. Materials stockpiled on site shall be stored in a manner to prevent nuisance, odor, or dust problems . The
maximum time allowed from the first receipt of a given project to final receipt prior to treatment is 180
days . The maximum time allowed to process the material is 180 days . The maximum time allowed to
relocate the end use product off-site is 120 days . In case of severe weather conditions and/or lengthy
periods of continuous wet weather these time lines shall be extended up to an additional 90 days.

31 . The non-hazardous solid wastes acceptable for disposal and processing at this facility are presented in the
Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR) issued by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board
(CRWQCB) and the RDSI.

32. Any future modifications of the closure plan shall be submitted for review and approval from the
Department of Toxic Substances Control, CIWMB, CRWQCB, and the Kern County Environmental Health
Services Department.

159



. 33. The entrance road access to State Highway 58 and/or State Highway 33 shall be under encroachment permit
from the California Department of Transportation . Any access road to State Highway 33 shall be improved
with channelization and turning lanes to control traffic from stacking up on the two-lane regional highway.

34. The westerly 40 acres of the project site (SE/4 of the NW/4 of Section 29, T30S, R22E, MDB&M) shall
not be used for any waste disposal under the terms of this permit . Any proposal to expand the exterior
boundaries of the waste facility shall be submitted to the Kern County Environmental Health Services
Department and the Kern County Planning Department.

35. The applicant shall contact the State Department of Fish and Game and/or the U .S. Fish and Wildlife
Service regarding preparation of a biological survey for the disturbed portion (i .e ., five-acre borrow pit and
diversion channel) of the project site . The biological survey, if required, shall be forwarded to the Kern
County Environmental Health Services Department and any approved/recommended biological mitigation
measures incorporated into the Solid Waste Facilities Permit by reference.

36. The proposed diversion channel and other drainage improvements shall be in accordance with the standards
of the Kern County Department of Engineering and Survey Services and the approved "Diversion Channel
Drainage Report ." The proposed diversion channel shall be designed (capacity) for a 1,000-year frequency
flood pursuant to State requirements.

37. Disposal capacity of the site is limited to the maximum volume specified by the most limiting of the
following documents : California Environmental Quality Act documents, Waste Discharge Requirements,
Report of Disposal Site Information, or Conditional Use Permit.

• 38. The applicant shall provide a written agreement to the Environmental Health Services Department from the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board for the acceptance of additional types of wastes not
mentioned in the WDR's and the operation of the Wastewater Treatment Unit.

CG:ch
solid\0 105 .car
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Attachment	 - 4 c
State of California

	

California Environmental
Protection Agency

MEMORANDUM

To :

	

Terry Smith

	

Date: April 4, 1995
Permits'Branch - South
Permitting and Enforcement Division

dr
tee Ak
. M . Anderson

Office of Local Assistance, Central Section
Diversion, Planning, and Local Assistance Division
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : CONFORMANCE FINDING FOR THE MCKITTRICK WASTE TREATMENT .
SITE, NUMBER 15-AA-0105

The proposed project involves a permit revision for the
McKittrick Waste Treatment Site (MWTS) . The facility is located
at 56533 Highway 58 in the unincorporated area of Kern County on
50 acres . The MWTS operations include : operation of a 6 .4 acre
solid waste landfill, a 7 .0 acre biosolids stabilization unit, a
wastewater treatment unit, and up to 14 .1 acres of Class II

	

•
(nonhazardous) surface impoundments . The remaining 22 .5 acres
for the facility consists of administration, maintenance, and
undeveloped areas . The MWTS serves the oilfield and industrial
waste needs for unincorporated Kern County.

The proposed project revision for MWTS includes : a request to
increase the combined volume of processed solid waste including
bioremediated soils and biosolids from 300 tons per day (TPD) to
750 TPD, addition of 200 TPD maximum liquid wastes accepted,
include the operation of the surface impoundments at MWTS after
they are clean closed and retrofitted for Class II, operation of
a new wastewater treatment facility to pretreat liquids prior to
discharge into surface impoundments for evaporation or reuse,
updating the permit language, and including the most recent
Report of Facility Information (RFI).

PRC 44009 : Waste Diversion Requirement

Kern County's Final Draft Source Reduction and Recycling Element
(SRRE) describes the programs which the County will use to
achieve the diversion goals established by AB 939 . Kern County
is currently meeting the diversion goals through a combination of
local and regional source reduction, recycling, and composting
programs . Mr . Greg Strakaluse, with Kern County Public Works
Department stated that Kern County as a whole is approaching a .40
percent diversion rate.

Board staff have reviewed the proposed MWTS Solid Waste
Facilities Permit, . the RFI, and the SRRE for the unincorporated
Kern County . Based on this review and in consultation with Kern
County staff, Board staff have determined that the proposed

From :



Terry Smith
April 4, 1995
Page 2

permit revision for MWTS should not prevent nor substantially
impair the achievement of the waste diversion requirements of AB
939.

PRC 50000 : Conformance with the CoSWMP

The MWTS is an existing facility that has been previously
identified as the Liquid Waste Management Inc . facility . The
facility has been in continuous operation as a Class II-1 or
Class II site since 1972 under a conditional use permit, issued
by Kern County . The facility is identified on page 10-13 of the
1988 Kern County Solid Waste Management Plan as a proposed Class
II facility to handle oilfield waste . Based on this information
staff concludes that the requirements of PRC 50000 have been met.

PRC 50000 .5 : Consistency with the General Plan

According to the Proposed Solid Waste Facilities Permit number
15-AA-0105 for the McKittrick Waste Treatment Site dated April 3,
1995, the Kern County Planning Department has made the
determination that the project is consistent with, and designated
in, the Kern County General Plan . Additionally, the Kern County
Board of Supervisors made a finding that the surrounding land use
is compatible with the facility operation . This information was
verified by Mr . Dave Rickels, Kern County Planning Department.

Summary of Conclusions

Based upon the review of the submitted documents, the proposed
permit conforms with the provision of AB 2296 as follows:,

1.

	

The permit is consistent with the State's waste diversion
requirements (PRC 44009).

2.

	

The facility is in conformance with the County's Solid Waste
Management Plan (CoSWMP) (PRC 50000).

3.

	

The facility is consistent with the Kern County General Plan
(PRC 50000 .5).

If you have any questions or comments, please call meat (916)
255-2309 .

1b2.



Attachment 5

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-49

April 25, 1995

WHEREAS, the McKittrick Waste Treatment Site is operated by
Liquid Waste Management/Sanifill, Incorporated as a Class II
disposal and treatment facility for the processing and disposal
of nonhazardous solid and liquid waste ; and

WHEREAS, the operator of the McKittrick Waste Treatment Site
has submitted to the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), Kern County
Environmental Health Services Department, for its consideration
an application for a Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) revision
to reflect design and operational changes ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA has submitted to the Board for its review
and concurrence with or objection to a revised SWFP for the
McKittrick Waste Treatment Site ; and

WHEREAS, the Kern County Resource Management Agency, acting
•

	

as the lead agency for the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) review, prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND),
State Clearinghouse number 91112075, for implementation of the
proposed project and Board staff reviewed the MND and provided
comments to the County; and mitigation measures were made a
condition of the proposed project's approval ; and the proposed
project will not have a significant effect on the environment;
and

WHEREAS, the MND was certified as approved by the Lead
Agency on August 3, 1992 ; and a Notice of Determination was filed
with the County Clerk and the State Clearinghouse on October 12,
1992 ; and

WHEREAS, the project description in the CEQA document is
consistent with the proposed permit ; and

WHEREAS, the most recent joint LEA and Board staff
inspection, conducted on February 28, 1995, revealed two
violations of State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling
and Disposal ; and

WHEREAS, the violations of State Minimum Standards include
Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Sections 17638, Special
Occurrences, and 17672, Training ; and

•
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WHEREAS, the LEA, during a monthly inspection on March 20,
1995, verified that the violations had been corrected and that
site operations are in full compliance with State Minimum
Standards for Solid Waste Handling ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA and Board staff have evaluated the proposed
permit and supporting documentation for consistency with
standards adopted by the Board and have determined that the
facility's proposed design and operation is in compliance with
State Minimum Standards ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
conformance with the Kern County Solid Waste Management Plan,
consistency with the Kern County General Plan and compliance with
the CEQA.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facility Permit No . 15-AA-0105.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25-26, 1995

AGENDA ITEM St

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Shoreline
Regional Sanitary Landfill, Santa Clara County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

As of the date that this item went to print, the
Permitting and Enforcement Committee had not made a
recommendation on the issuance of this proposed permit.

Shoreline Regional Sanitary Landfill
Facility No . 43-AA-0006

Class III Landfill

1780 Amphitheater Parkway, Mountain View

647 .67 acres

The site is bordered by San Francisco Bay on
one side and commercial and industrial sites
on the other sides

Undergoing closure

An average of 2,400 tons of waste per day

19,078,165 cubic yards

City of Mountain View
Tim Ko, Deputy Public Works Director

Santa Clara County Environmental Health
Department
Antone Pacheco, Program Manager

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name:

Facility Type:

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Operational
Status:

Permitted
Tonnage:

Volumetric
Capacity:

Owner and
Operator:

LEA :
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Proposed Project

The City of Mountain View is requesting a revision to the Solid
Waste Facilities Permit (permit) for the Shoreline Regional
Sanitary Landfill to reflect the closure of the facility . In
addition, they are requesting that a portion of the landfill that
has never received waste be removed from the permitted
boundaries.

SUMMARY:

Site History

The first permit for this facility was concurred in by the Board
on March 10, 1978, and issued by the LEA on March 24, 1978 . At
that time the facility was listed as a "700 acre" landfill . The
site consisted of a 544 acre parcel, now known as the Shoreline
Regional Park, and a 150 parcel, now known as the Vista Slope
site . The 544 acre parcel was closed prior to August 18, 1989,
and is therefor not subject to the closure and postclosure
standards contained in the California Code of Regulations Title
14, Article 7 .8 . The site has been developed and contains an 18
hole golf course, and parks . Since the permit was issued in 1978
waste has been placed into the 150 acre Vista Slope section of
the site . The final waste was placed into this site on September
30, 1993, and the site is currently undergoing closure.

In 1986 the City of Mountain View leased part of the Vista Slope
site to Bill Graham Presents for the construction of an
amphitheater . Some waste was moved during the construction of
the amphitheater and part of the amphitheater is built over
waste . A gas collection and removal system was installed at the
amphitheater to control landfill gas being generated from the
site.

Project Description

The 150 acre Vista Slope site is bisected by Amphitheater Parkway
which separates the site into two sections . The southern portion
of the site contains two parcels . One parcel is known as the
"Farmers Field" because it has been used for crop production.
Next to the "Farmers Field" is another parcel that had been used
as overflow parking for the amphitheater . A preliminary
geotechnical investigation of the site was conducted in June of
1994 . Eight test borings were drilled at the site between April
26 and May 2, 1994 . The borings were drilled to a depth of 50 to
68-1/2 feet . None of the borings indicated the presence of
waste . As stated above, this parcel has been used for farming
and there is no indication that waste has ever been placed on the
site . The operator is therefor requesting that the 46 .33 acre •
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parcel containing the Farmers Field and adjacent parking lot be
removed from the permit . The entire Vista Slope site has been
subdivided into four separate lots . Lot 3 is approximately 65 .19
acres, and contains the Vista Slope landfill . Lot 4 is
approximately 38 .48 acres, and contains the amphitheater . The
Farmers Field and the parking lot have been split into Lots 1 and
2 and together total 46 .33 acres . The permitted acreage of the
facility will be 647 .67 acres.

This facility will be closed in accordance with the closure and
postclosure maintenance plan approved July 16, 1994.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section A4009, the
Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance
of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Since the proposed permit
for this facility was received on March 6, 1995, the last day the
Board may act is May 5, 1995.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
• reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and

have found that the permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making this determination the
following items were considered:

1.

	

Conformance with County Plan

Because this is not a new or expanded facility a finding of
conformance with the Santa Clara County Integrated Waste
Management Plan is not required.

2.

	

Consistency with General Plan

Because this is not a new or expanded facility a finding of
consistency with the Santa Clara County General Plan is not
required.

3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Diversion, Planning and Local
Assistance Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC
44009, to determine if the record contains substantial
evidence that the proposed project would prevent or
substantially impair the achievement of waste diversion
goals . Based on available information, staff have
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determined that the issuance of the proposed permit would
neither prevent nor substantially impair Santa Clara from
meeting its waste diversion goals . The analysis used in
making this determination is included as Attachment 4.

4. California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation and certification of an
environmental document whenever a project requires
discretionary approval by a public agency . The City of
Mountain View prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration
(SCH* 91013082) for the proposed project . The document was
certified as approved by the lead agency on November 9,
1994, and a Notice of Determination was filed on November
10, 1994.

After reviewing the Mitigated Negative Declaration and
responses to comments for the proposed project, Board staff
have determined that CEQA documents are adequate for the
Board's evaluation of the proposed project for those project
activities which are within this Agency's expertise and/or
powers or which are required to be carried out or approved
by the Board.

5. Consistency with State Minimum Standards

The LEA has determined that the facility's design and
operation is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards
for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal during an inspection
on March 24, 1995 . Board staff agree with said
determination.

6. Financial Assurance

The City of Mountain View has established an acceptable
financial mechanism, in the form of an Enterprise Fund and
Pledge of Revenue to cover the estimated closure and
postclosure maintenance costs of this facility . This
mechanism meets the financial assurance requirements of
Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations . In
addition, based on the data provided by the City of Mountain
View, the fund balance is adequate.

7. Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plans

The Final Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plans for this
facility were approved by the Board on July 16, 1994 .

•

•
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit is proposed, the
Board must either concur or object to the proposed permit as
submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 95-56
concurring in the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
43-AA-0006.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Site Map
3. Permit No . 43-AA-0006
4. AB2296 Finding of Conformance
5. Permit Decision No . 95-56

Phone : 255-2336

Phone : 255-2453

Phone : 255-2431

'2/i/?/4T- Phone : 255-2188

Prepared by : uss J . Kanz
f
/~–3

Reviewed by: Cn	 CodBeq e4lf

• Approved by : Douglas Y . Okumur

Legal Review :

l~3
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Attachment 2

CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW
SHORELINE REGIONAL SANITARY LANDFILL

San Francisco Bay [EGMD
544 Acre landfill limit

'> Vista Landfill limit
Revised Shoreline Regional
Sanitary Landfill Boundary

Salt Pond (Printe)

Manta' View
i~o

Shoreline Regional
' Sanitary Landfill

/////%/i_ fl y //

Slto ne Vista Site Ian

Revised Shoreline Regional Sanitary Landfill Total Acreage =647 .67 Acres



HLlacn menl .3
1 . Facility/Pennit Number.

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
2. Name and Street Address of Facility:

Shoreline Regional Sanitary Landfill
1780 Amphitheatre Parkway
Mountain View, CA 94039

3. Name and Mailing Address of Operator.
Same as Number 4

5. Specifications : dosed pass 111 Landfill

a. Permitted Operations:

	

[ ]

	

Composting Facility

	

[ 1

	

Proce
(mixed wastes)

[ 1

	

Composting Facility

	

[ ]

	

Trans(

(yard waste)
[ ]

	

Landfill Disposal Site

	

[ ]

	

Trans

b. Permitted Hours of Operation : N/A
(1

	

Material Recovery Facility

	

01

	

Other.

c. Permitted Tons per Operating Day : N/A

	

Total:

43-AA-0006

4. Name and Mailing Address of Owner.
City of Mountain View - City Manager's offi
540 Castro Street
Mountain View, CA 94041

sing Facility

r Station

ration Facility

Closure of Landfill Disposal Site

N/A

	

Tons/Day

Non-Hazardous - General -0-

	

Tons/Day

Non-Hazardous - Sludge -0-

	

Tons/Day

Non-Hazardous - Separated or comingied recyclables -0-

	

Tons/Day

Non-Hazardous - Other (See Section 14 of Permit) -0-

	

Tons/Day

Designated (See Section 14 of Permit) -0-

	

Tons/Day

Hazardous (See Section 14 of Permit) -0-

	

Tons/Day

d .

	

Permitted Traffic Volume : N/A Total: N/A

	

Vehicles/Dav

Incoming waste materials Vehicles/Day 0
Outgoing waste materials (for disposal)
Outgoing materials from material recovery operations

Vehicles/Day
Vehicles/Day

e . Key Design Parameters

	

ions):

r	 fl T

	

. u. . ~.

x.39' V
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•a Wa~Na'r

The permit is granted solely to the operator named above, and is not transferable . Upon a change of operator, the permit is subject to revocation or

suspension . The attached permit findings and conditions are integral pans of this permit and supersede the conditions of any previous issued solid waste
facility permits.

Design Capacity

Max . Elevation (Ft. MSL)

Max. Depth (Ft. BGSI

Estimated Closure Date

Permitted Area (in aces)

Antone Pacheco - Solid Waste Enforcement
Name/Title Program Manager

7 . Enforcement Agency Name and Address:
Santa Clara County Environmental Health
Department
2220 Moorpark Avenue
San lose, CA 9512B

B. Received by CIWMB :

	

MAR

	

6 1995

	

9 . CIWMB Concurrence Date:

10 . Permit Review Due Date: As determined by LEA

	

11 . Permit Issued Date:



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/Permit Number.

43-AA-0006

2 . Legal Description of Facility (attach map with RF) : APNP Book 659, pp 1319, lots 3 & 4 (portion)
Recorded 10(14/94 Santa Can County Book of Maps .

13.

	

Findings:

a.

	

This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) .

	

Public Resources Code,
Section 44010. Yes

b.

	

The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as
determined by the LEA. Yes

c.

	

The following local fire protection district has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards as required in
Public Resources Code, Section 44151 . City of Mountain View Fire Department

d.

	

A Mitigated Negative Declaration (State Clearinghouse Number 91013082) was filed with the State Clearinghouse pursuant to Public
Resources Code, Section 21081 .6.

e- 1

	

A County-wide Integrated Waste Management Plan has/has not been approved by the CWMB.

14 .

	

Prohibitions:
The permittee is prohibited from accepting any liquid waste sludge, non-hazardous waste requiring special handling, designated waste, or hazardous
waste unless such waste is specifically listed below, and unless the acceptance of such waste is authorized by all applicable permits.

N/A

The permittee is additionally prohibited from the following items:
No waste is to be received from outside the permitted site boundaries . Only waste currently on site may be used for closure
activities

15 .

	

The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility (insert document date in space):
Date

	

Date

()

	

Report of Facility Information

	

' NIA

	

I ] Contract Agreements- operator and contract

	

N/A

[XI

	

Land Use Permits and Conditional
Use Permits

	

3-90

	

(] Waste Discharge Requirements

	

93-113

[X) Air Pollution Permits and Variances

	

5-94

	

[) local & County Ordinances

	

1984

632626
[X) EIR or Negative Declaration

	

11 .10-94

	

[) Final Cosue & Post Closure Maintenance Plan

	

7-94

Lease Agreements - owner and operator

	

N/A

	

IX] Amendments to RFI

	

NIA

O Preliminary Closure/Post Closure Plan

	

N/A

	

O Other (list):

(X) Closure Financial Responsibility Document

	

7-94

k r13



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/Permit Number.

43-AA-0806

16.

	

Self Monitoring:

a.

	

Results of all .self.monitoring programs as described in the Report of Facility Information, will be reported as follows:

Program Reporting Facllty Agency Reported To

Gas monitoring and flare emissions Gty of Mountain View
Shoreline Amphitheatre
Laidlaw Gas Systems

ElAAQMD

Leachate and round water monitoring City of Mountain View RWQCB

Landfill conditions Gty of Mountain View LEA

Final Closure and placement of final
cover

City of Mountain View CIWMB and LEA

•

1n4



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

, . LEA Conditions : Permitter must comply with all applicable federal, state and local regulations in the Closure and Post . Closure maintenance periods.

Permitter must complete the closure per approved Final Closure Plan of July 1994.

Permitter must comply with all measures incorporated in the Negative Declaration of 11/10/94.

Copies of all quality control reports and weekly construction reports must be submitted to both the LEA and CIWMB.

Copies of quarterly and yearly reports for air, gas, leachate and groundwater monitoring must be submitted to the LEA in a timely manner.

Copies of Landfill Inspections by City personnel must be submitted to the LEA in a timely manner..

Facility/Permit Number.
43-AA-0006

•

t~5
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LOCAL PLANNING AND ENFORCEMENT ACTION REQUEST

From : Permits Branch,	 Coy) -Bl-. ..Gl.K-T-V
(Senior)

Date :	 1'(3195	
Facility Name :	 54 r-7(N)(:	 Qom.Gtof.lPrL--5PI"/Q1	 L J

7 ~-TT
I n t

'~1~ IL1

Facility Number :	 L) 7j 	 -	 A-F\ -	 e0 f,6,

Permit Status : q Draft t(Proposed

Permit Action : q New

	

Revise . q Modify

Please respond in writing by the date listed below to
	 2iuss	 r.	 (Phone #255-233(0 ), so that we
may prepare the staff report in a timely manner.

W., Enforcement - To :	 'OT	 !cT 4
(Senior)

In order to prepare our staff report, we need to know
whether this facility is consistent with State Minimum
Standards . Please provj.de us with current compliance

	

information by	 ZG	

5L Local Planning - To :	 -r)I gIO Ne:may -( '\(- E	
(Senior)

Please provide the following AB 2296 findings for the
subject facility by _371>J	

General Plan Consistency (PRC 50000 .5)

0

	

CoSWMP Conformance (PRC 50000)

Waste Diversion (PRC 44009)

The permi revisio modification is -to

	

C Lo SOR.L7,

	(5	 (_	 F– C I L( L

Attached is a copy of the permit and other pertinent

	

•

information to help in making the findings.

t96
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Attachment 5

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-56

April 25-26, 1995

WHEREAS, the Santa Clara County Environmental Health
Department, acting as the Local Enforcement Agency, has submitted
to the Board for its review and concurrence in, or objection to a
revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Shoreline Regional
Sanitary Landfill ; and

WHEREAS, the City of Mountain View, the lead agency for CEQA
review, prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the
proposed project and Board staff reviewed the Mitigated Negative
Declaration and provided comments to City of Mountain View on
September 29, 1994 ; and the proposed project will not have a
significant effect on the environment ; and mitigation measures
were made a condition of the approval of the proposed project;
and the City of Mountain View did not adopt a Statement of
Overriding Considerations : and the City of Mountain View filed a
Notice of Determination with the County Clerk on November 10,
1994 ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for
consistency with the standards adopted by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, the project description in the CEQA document is
consistent with the proposed permit ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA determined that the facility's design and
operation is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for
Solid Waste Handling and Disposal during an inspection on March
24, 1995 ; and

WHEREAS, the Final Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plans
for this facility were approved by the Board on July 16, 1994;
and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the County
Solid Waste Management Plan, and consistency with the General
Plan .

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 43-AA-0006 .



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25-26, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25-26, 1995

AGENDA ITEM a3

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the South
Tahoe Refuse Co . Inc . Transfer Station/MRF, El Dorado
County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

As of the date that this item went to print, the
Permitting and Enforcement Committee had not made a
recommendation on the issuance of this proposed permit.

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name:

Facility Type:

• Location:

Area:

Setting:

Operational
Status:

Existing
Permitted
Tonnage:

Proposed
Permitted
Tonnage:

Owner and
Operator:

• LEA :

South Tahoe Refuse Company Transfer
Station/Material Recovery Facility
Facility No . 09-AA-0002

Transfer Station/Material Recovery Facility

2140 Ruth Avenue, South Lake Tahoe

4 .6 acres

A mixed use area including industrial,
commercial, and residential zoning

The transfer station is operating, and the
material recovery facility is under
construction

The permit states that the facility will
export an average of 721 cubic yards per day

370 tons per day

South Tahoe Refuse Company, Incorporated
Carol I . Sesser, President and CEO

El Dorado County Department of Public Health
Robert Cothrin, Senior REHS
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Proposed Project

South Tahoe Refuse Company submitted an application for a
revision to their Solid Waste Facilities Permit (permit) . The
changes in the permit include the addition of a material recovery
facility, an increase in tonnage to a maximum of 370 tons of
waste per day, the addition of a new compactor, and a change in
the hours of operation.

SUMMARY:

Site History

The first permit for this facility was issued by the LEA on May
23, 1978, and revised in 1987.

Project Description

The South Tahoe Refuse Company Transfer Station/Material Recovery
	 Facil-ity is 1-ocated-at-21-40-Ruth-Avenue-,--in-t_he-City-of-South 	

Lake Tahoe . The facility covers a total of 200,210 square feet
or 4 .6 acres . The facility accepts waste from the South Lake
Tahoe region including : the southern portion of the Tahoe Basin,
the City of South Lake Tahoe, areas of Stateline, Nevada, the
eastern slope of El Dorado County, and Douglas County, Nevada.
All of the residual waste has been, and will continue to be,
shipped to the Lockwood Landfill in Nevada . The transfer station
is open to the public from 8 a .m . to 5 p .m ., Monday through
Saturday . Waste loading and transfer operations will be
conducted from 5 a .m . to 5 p .m ., Monday through Saturday, and
some Sundays . Under certain circumstances such as inclement
weather, or seasonal increases in waste, the hours will be
extended by adding a second shift which will operate from 5 p .m.
to 2 a .m . Commercial haulers will have access to the facility 24
hours a day, seven days a week . The operator will accept a
maximum of 370 tons of waste per day with an average of 160 tons
per day.

The operator is currently building a material recovery facility
adjacent to the transfer station . The Material Recovery Facility
(MRF) will be within a 27,000 square foot steel and concrete
building connected to the transfer station . The sorting line
will consist of a 30 foot long infloor conveyor that will feed a
60 inch wide, 90 foot long above ground sorting line . Workers
will manually pick recyclable materials from the sorting line and
drop them into bins . Recovered waste will be removed from the
bins and loaded onto another infloor conveyor which will feed a
bailer . Residual material will fall off the end of the sorting
line onto the floor where it will be pushed into the compactor.
Loads that do not have a high content of recyclable or
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recoverable materials, and loads that have a high moisture
content will be taken directly to the transfer station . Any
loads that are not taken to the transfer station will be
processed through the MRF.

The new trash compactor was placed in a pit below grade that
allows the waste to be pushed into the top of the compactor . The
opening to the compactor is accessible to both the transfer and
MRF buildings . The trash compactor includes a preload transfer
system that weighs and compacts the waste in the compactor
without the need of a trailer. The increase in compaction and
the ability to use lighter weight transfer trailers has resulted
in an increase in the amount of waste that can be transported in
a load . This has resulted in less transfer truck loads with the
associated reduction in traffic.

Environmental Controls

All of the roads within the facility are paved to reduce the
generation of dust . The transfer and MRF buildings are equipped
with exhaust fans and ventilation systems to mitigate dust within
the buildings.

•

	

Waste and recovered materials are transported off site on a
regular basis which should prevent the propagation, harborage, or
attraction of flies, rodents or other vectors.

All of the transfer and processing activities are conducted
inside of enclosed buildings which will help contain litter.
Litter will also be collected on a daily basis at the site.

The operator of the facility has implemented .a number of measures
to control odor . All of the garbage collection trucks are
cleaned daily . Waste and recyclables will be removed from the
site as soon as possible . With the completion of the MRF
building, all waste handling will be conducted indoors.

Waste water generated at the site will be disposed of using
various methods . Currently, water from drains in transfer
building and the truck wash down area are pretreated in a
sand/oil separator system prior to discharge to the South Tahoe
Public Utilities District (STPUD) sewer . Waste water from
exterior drains located where waste was previously handled
outdoors are pretreated in another sand/oil separator and
activated charcoal filter system prior to discharge to the STPUD
sewer . After the MRF is completed, waste water from the MRF and
transfer station will be stored in a new 1100 gallon above ground
storage tank . The water collected in the tank will be sprayed on

•

	

the compacted refuse before it is hauled off for disposal . The
Regional Water Quality Control Board has issued Waste Discharge

IR8
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Requirements for this facility including, Waste Discharge
Requirements Board Order No . 6-83-49, and General Waste Discharge
Requirements Board Order No . 6-91-31-81.

Resource Recovery

This facility is designed to recover the following materials:
used motor oil, batteries, aluminum cans, CRV glass, newspaper,
cardboard, plastics, wood stumps, tin, steel, white goods and
appliances, uncontaminated dirt, concrete, demolition debris,
asphalt, and tires.

The operator has entered into a contract with El Dorado County
for the operation of the MRF . A minimum recovery rate is not
required in the contract . However, there is an economic
incentive built into the contract that guarantees an increase in
profit with the corresponding increase in material recovery.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the
Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance
of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Since the proposed permit
for this facility was received on March 7, 1995, the last day the
Board may act is May 6, 1995.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and
have found that the permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making this determination the
following items were considered:

1.

	

Conformance with County Plan

The LEA has determined that the facility is a material
recovery facility and the site identification and
description of the facility has been submitted to the Task
Force . The LEA has certified that the facility conforms
with PRC Section 50000 (a)(4) . . Board staff agree with said
determination.

2.

	

Consistency with General Plan

The South Lake Tahoe Planning Department determined that the
facility is consistent with the El Dorado County General
Plan . The LEA has found that the proposed facility is
consistent with, and is designated in, the applicable
General Plan . Board staff agrees with said finding.

l rq
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3. Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Diversion, Planning and Local
Assistance Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC
44009, to determine if the record contains substantial
evidence that the proposed project would prevent or
substantially impair the achievement of waste diversion
goals . Based on available information, staff have
determined that the issuance of the proposed permit would
neither prevent nor substantially impair El Dorado County
from meeting its waste diversion goals . The analysis used
in making this determination is included as Attachment 4.

4. California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation and certification of an
environmental document whenever a project requires
discretionary approval by a public agency . The City of
South Lake Tahoe, Planning Department prepared a Negative
Declaration (SCH# 92082101) for the proposed project . The
document was certified as approved by the lead agency on
.November 18, 1992, and a Notice of Determination was filed
on November 20, 1992.

After reviewing the Negative Declaration and responses to
comments for the proposed project, Board staff have
determined that CEQA documents are adequate for the Board's
evaluation of the proposed project for those project
activities which are within this Agency's expertise and/or
powers or which are required to be carried out or approved
by the Board.

5. Consistency with State Minimum Standards

During an inspection of the facility on March 16, 1995,
Board staff and the LEA made the determination that the
facility's design and operation is in compliance with the
State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and
Disposal.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit is proposed, the
Board must either concur or object to the proposed permit as
submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 95-55
•

	

concurring in the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
09-AA-0002 ..

•
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ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Site Map
3. Permit No . 09-AA-0002
4. AB2296 Finding of Conformance
5. Permit Decision No . 95-55

Prepared by : Russ'J . Kanz	 at	 Phone :	 255-2336

Reviewed by:

Approved by:

Legal Review :	 ,	 ? /.r7rPhone:	 255-2188
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5. Specifications:

a. Permitted Operations :

	

Composting Facility Processing Facility
(mixed waste)
Composting Facility

	

a) Transfer Station
(yard waste)
Landfill Disposal Site

(X)

	

Material Recovery Facility
Transformation Facility
Other:

b . Permitted Hours of Operation:
(See RSI, Pg . III-14)

Rte.

'7" 7ILE
370 Tons/DayTons

	

Operating Day:c . Permitted

	

Per

Non-Hazardous

	

General
sr s 	

370 Tons/Day-
Non-Hazardous - Sludge
Non-Hazardous - Separated or comingled
recyclables

:`ell_ DATE iz/yij" 		 N/A	

	 N/A	

Tons/Day

Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - (see Section 14 of Permit) 	 N/A	 Tons/Day
Designated (See Section 14 of Permit) Tons/Day
Hazardous (See Section 14 of Permit) 	 N/A	 Tons/Day

d . Permitted Traffic Volume: Total 	 221	 Vehicles/Day

Incoming waste materials 	 200	 Vehicles/Day
Outgoing waste materials (for disposal) 	 16	 Vehicles/Day4,Outgoing materials from material recovery
operations 	 5	 Vehicles/Day

e . Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters we shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIW MB validations):

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

	

1 . Facility/Permit Number. 09-44-0002.

	

. .

2. Name and Street Address of Facility.
South Tahoe Refuse Co ., Inc.
Transfer Station/MRF
2140 Ruth Avenue
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150-4357

3 . Name and Mailing Address of Operator

South Tahoe Refuse Co ., Inc.
2140 Ruth Avenue
South Lake Tahoe . CA 96150-4357

4 . Name and Meiling Address at tamer:

South Tahoe Refuse Co ., Inc.
2140 Ruth Avenue
South Lake Avenue. CA 96150-4357

Permitted Area (in acres)

Design Capacity

Max. Elevation (Ft . MSL)

Max. Depth (Ft . BGS)

Estimated Closure Date

This permit is granted solely to the operator named above, and is not transferable . Upon a change of operator, the permit is no longer valid . Further,
upon a significant change in design or operation from that described herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension . The attached permit
findings and conditions are integral parts of this permit and supercede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste facility permits.

6 . Approval:

Approving Officer Signature

Robert Cothnn
Senior Environmental Health Specialist (LEA)

7 . Enforcement Agency Name and Address:

El Dorado County
Department of Public Health
931 Spring Street
Placerville, CA 95667

6 . Received by CIWMB :

	

MAR

	

7 1995

	

9 . CIWMB Concurrence Date:

10 . Permit Review Due Date:

	

11 . Permit Issue Date :

	

\ A'1



SOLID WASTE FACILTY PERMIT Facility/Permit Number-

	

09-AA-0002

12 . Legal Description of Facility (attach map with RR):

A property description of the facility is provided within the RSI, pg . I-1 . A map of the facility location is provided at figure I-1 within the 'Figures'
section of the RSL

13. Findings:

a. As certified by the LEA the material recovery facility, described herein, conforms with Section 5000(a)(4) of the Public Resources Code.

b . This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Mangement Board (CIWMB), pursuant to Public Resources
Code, Section 44010.

c . The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as determined
during a site inspection by the LEA on March 16 . 1995.

d . An environmental determination (i .e . . Notice of Determination) is filed with the State Clearinghouse (SCH # 92082101) pursuant to Public
Resources Code. Section 21081 .6 . (See Appendix C, RSI)

	

.

e. A County-wide Integrated Waste Management Plan has not been approved by the California Integrated Waste Management Board.

f. The South Lake Tahoe Planning Department has made a determination that the facility is consistent with, and designated in, the applicable genera
plan, pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(a) . (See Appendix D, RSI)

g . The South Lake Tahoe Planning Department has made a written finding that surrounding land use is compatible with the facility operation, as
required-in-Public-Resources-Code . .Section .50000.5(b) . (Sea Appendix B, RSI)

14 .

	

Prohibitions:

The permittee is prohibited from accepting the following : liquid wastes, hazardous wastes, designated wastes, non-autoclaved medical wastes
dead animals.

Exception

The acceptance and temporary storage of wet cell batteries and used oil at designated locations is authorized.

Additional Prohibitions:

Scavenging is prohibited at the facility.

15 . The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility - RSI appendices are preceded by letter designations:

Date :

	

Date:

(*)

	

Report of Station Information

	

9/94

	

(A)

	

Waste Discharge Requirements # 6 .83-49

	

. 4/83

(B,C)

	

Conditional Use Permits

	

3/906 9/92

	

(A)

	

Notice of Applicability of General WDR

	

6/94
#90-01&#9234

	

#6.9131-81

(C)

	

Negative Declaration (SCH # 92082101)

	

8192

	

(A)

	

Monitoring and Reporting Program

	

4/83
# 83-49

%Si



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

	

Faoifity/Permd Number. 09-AA-0002

16 . Sell Monitoring:

Results of all sel•monitoring prcgrama, as described in the Report of Station Information . wiA be reported as follows:

Program

	

Reporting Frequency

	

Agency Reported To

LEATotal waste tonnage per month, that was
transported from the facility and landfilled .

Quarterly (due January 15th. April 15th, July
15th, and October 15th ).

Total tonnage of recyclables per month, that
were removed from the facility .

Same as Above LEA

LEA

LEA

LEA

•

Number of vehicles per month hauling
incoming waste materials.

Number of vehicles per month hauling
outgoing waste materials for disposal.

Number of vehicles per month hailing
outgoing materials from material recovery
operations.

Reports of special/unusual occurrences (See
item # 17, LEA Conditions).

Copies of facility inspection reports issued by
other regulatory agencies.

Monitoring and Reporting Program # 83.49

Same as Above

Same as Above

Same as Above

Same as Above

Upon receipt

Semiannually (due May 15th and October
15th).

LEA

LEA

LEA & RWOCB



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

	

Facility/Permit Number. 09-AA-0002

17 . LEA Conditions :

	

•

1 . The operator shall maintain a log of special/unusual rvr•rarences that is available to the LEA . Where applicable, each log entry shall be
accompanied by a summary of any actions taken by the operator to mitigate the occurrence . The log shall include, but not be limited to the

following:

a. Fires

b. Explosions

c. Significant accidents, injuries, or property damage

d. Unusual occurences that involve hazardous wastes

e. Other

2. Should the LEA require additional information concerning the design or operation of this facility, the information shall be furnished upon request

3. The LEA reserves the right to temporarily modify waste receiving operations when deemed necessary due to an emergency, a potential health
hazard, or the creation of a public nuisance;

4. The LEA reserves the right to require more stringent safety and accident prevention measures• if existing measures prove inadequate;

5: -The'operatorshall-comply . with . te . load-screen i ng-program .described in the Report of Station Information . Appendix J . Any changes in the
screening program must be approved by the LEA prior to implementation . Random load checks shall be conducted a minimum of once weekly,' - -
however, the LEA reserves the right, where warranted, to require this frequency to be increased;

r
6. The operator shall maintain an employee training log that is available to the LEA . The log shall contain dates of training received by an
employee and a description of the course or curriculum taken.

7. The operator shall retain a copy of this permit at the facility.

8. This facility shall recover for reuse or recycling at least 15% of the total volume of material received by the facility.

190



Attachment 4

California Environmental
Protection Agency

•

	

State of California

M E M O R A N D U M

To : Cody Begley, Senior WMS

	

Date : March 14, 1995

From :LGLf

Catherine Donahue, AWMS
Local Assistance Branch, North
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : REVIEW OF THE PERMIT FOR THE SOUTH LAKE TAHOE TRANSFER
STATION, FACILITY NO . 09-AA-0002, TO DETERMINE
CONFORMANCE WITH AB 2296

The South Lake Tahoe Transfer Station is located in South Lake
Tahoe in El Dorado County . A revised permit is required because
of the addition of a material recovery facility to the transfer
station . The permitted tonnage for this facility will be a
maximum of 370 tons per day.

•

	

Based upon review of the documents submitted to the Office of
Local Assistance, the proposed permit conforms with the ,
provisions of AB 2296 as follows:

1. The permit is consistent with the state's waste diversion
requirements (PRC Section 44009).

2. The El Dorado County Local Task Force has reviewed and
commented on the facility, as required by PRC Section 50000.

3. The facility is consistent with the County's General Plan
(PRC Section 50000 .5).

PRC Section 44009 : Waste Diversion Requirements

The El Dorado County and the City of South Lake Tahoe Nondisposal
Facility Elements are recommended for approval at the Board
meeting in March 1995 . The South Lake Tahoe Transfer Station is
identified and described in these Elements as a transfer station
and material recovery facility at which both the City of South
Lake Tahoe and the surrounding unincorporated county area will
send their collected materials for handling . Initially, the
facility is expected to divert 20% of incoming materials, and by
2000, diversion should increase to 37%.

The Board approved the El Dorado County and the City of South
Lake Tahoe Source Reduction and Recycling Element in October

~q~



South Lake Tahoe Transfer Station/Material Recovery Facility
Page 2

1994 . The SRRE describes a variety of programs that the County
and City will use to meet their diversion goals . The County and
City have selected such Source Reduction programs as variable
can rate, office paper reuse, education, waste audits, backyard
composting, and an awards program . Recycling programs include
buybacks, curbside separation, material recovery facilities (one
in the western portion of the county and this one in South Lake
Tahoe) . The education programs target residences, businesses,
government offices, and schools . Materials include informational
brochures, documentary videos, a newsletter, and education
materials for the schools.

Board staff have reviewed the proposed permit and the SRRE . Based
upon this review, Board staff finds that the facility will not
prevent or impair the County's efforts to achieve its diversion
goals.

PRC Section 50000 : Consistency with CoSWMP

she_transfer .stat.ion_is_identif.ied_and described in the 1989 El_
Dorado County CoSWMP ; however, the addition of the material
recovery facility (MRF) is not described in the CoSWMP . The Local
Task Force reviewed and commented on the MRF, meeting the
requirements of PRC Section 50000(a) (4).

PRC Section 50000 .5 : ConsistencywithGeneral Plan

The South Lake Tahoe Planning Department has determined that the
South Lake Tahoe Transfer Station is consistent with the County's
General Plan . In addition, the South Lake Tahoe Planning
Department has made a finding that the surrounding land use is
compatible with the facility operation . The facility meets the
requirements of PRC Section 50000 .5.
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Attachment 5

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-55

April 25-26, 1995

WHEREAS, the El Dorado County Department of Public Health,
acting as the Local. Enforcement Agency, has submitted to the
Board for its review and concurrence in, or objection to a
revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the South Tahoe'Refuse
Company Transfer Station/Material Recovery Facility ; and

WHEREAS, the City of South Lake Tahoe Planning Department,
the lead agency for CEQA review, prepared a Negative Declaration
for the proposed project and Board staff reviewed the Negative
Declaration and provided comments to the City of South Lake Tahoe
Planning Department on September 30, 1992 ; and the proposed
project will not have a significant effect on the environment;
and mitigation measures were made a condition of the approval of
the proposed project ; and the City of South Lake Tahoe Planning
Department did not adopt a Statement of Overriding
Considerations : and the City of South Lake Tahoe Planning
Department filed a Notice of Determination with the County Clerk
on November 20, 1992 ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for
consistency with the standards adopted by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, the project description in the CEQA document is
consistent with the proposed permit ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff determined during an inspection on
March 16, 1995, that the design and operation of this facility is
in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste
Handling and Disposal ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the County
Solid Waste Management Plan, and consistency with the General
Plan .

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 95-55 .

S2,



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25-26, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25-26, 1995

AGENDA ITEM 13lk

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Objection to the Issuance of a Revised
Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Avery Transfer
Station, Calaveras County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

As of the date that this item went to print, the Permitting and
Enforcement Committee had not made a recommendation or decision
on this item.

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name : Avery Transfer Station
Facility No . 05-AA-0009

Facility Type :

	

Large Volume Transfer Station

•

	

Location :

	

4541 Seagale Road, Avery, Eastern Calaveras
County, 5 miles south of Arnold

Area :

	

4 .5- acres

Setting :

	

Rural, Zoned Public Service

Status :

	

Active, operating since 1975

Tonnage :

	

Currently accepting an average of 14 tons of
waste per day ; proposed permit allows a
maximum of 51 tons of waste per day

Calaveras County Public Works Department,
Contact : Robert Pachinger, Junior Civil
Engineer

Contract Operator : Gambi Disposal, Inc . ; Contact : Jerry Rocca

Owner :

	

Calaveras County, Contact : Robert Pachinger,
Junior Civil Engineer

LEA :

	

Calaveras County Department of Environmental
Health, Brian Moss, Director

Operator :

yea
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Proposed Prolect

Continued operation and improvements of a large volume transfer
station . Changes in facility design and operation that have been
implemented since 1978 are summarized below:

The 1978 permit stated that the facility was designed to
process 225 cubic yards of uncompacted waste per day
(approximately 30 to 50 tons per day depending on the
density of the waste) . The proposed permit restricts the
daily tonnage to a maximum of 51 tons of waste per day (the
facility currently receives an average of 14 tons of waste
per day);

The proposed permit limits the number of vehicles allowed to
use the site to 750 vehicles per day ; the 1978 permit did
not restrict the number of vehicles;

_a - The r978- permit-stated-that-the--site is open-Friday- Monday
with no restrictions on hours . The proposed permit allows
the site to be open seven days per week between the hours of
9 a .m . and 5 :30 p .m ., 7 a .m . and 7 :30 p .m . during daylight
savings time;

The 1978 permit states that the surrounding land is zoned
unclassified and rural residential . Some nearby parcels
have since been rezoned as local and general commercial,
general forest, timber production, and public service.
Eight structures are located within 1000 feet of the site
and a newly constructed middle school is located across the
street from the transfer station;

The contract operator has changed from Timberline Disposal
Co . to Gambi Disposal Inc;

a

	

Waste will be transferred to the Rock Creek Landfill rather
than the Red Hill Landfill which ceased accepting waste in
1990;

a

	

Surrounding land use has changed ; a new middle school has
been built across the street from the transfer station.

SU]DMdARY :

Site History

0

	

1975 : Station constructed and operations commence;

0

	

1978 : Solid Waste Facility Permit issued;

a

a

a

a
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Page 3

q 1980s : Recycling program implemented;

q 5/15/90 : Permit Review Report determined that SWFP would
need to be revised within .5 years;

q 11/1/90 : Waste stream is diverted from the closed Red Hill
Landfill to the recently opened Rock Creek Landfill;

q 8/31/92 : Lead Agency approves and certifies rezoning of
station parcel and issuance of CUP;

q 1992-93 : Avery Middle School is sited and constructed
across the street from the transfer station;

q 3/17/93 : Lead Agency files Notice of Determination for
rezoning and CUP for transfer station;

q 2/22/95 : LEA accepts SWFP application package;

q 3/2/95 : LEA submits proposed permit.

Project Description The Avery Transfer Station is located in
eastern Calaveras County, 1/4 mile east of Highway 4, at 4541•
Seagale Road, near the town of Avery . Surrounding land is
designated general commercial, general forest, timber production,
unclassified, and public service (Please see Attachments 1 & 2).

Calaveras County has contracted with Gambi Disposal, Inc . for the
daily operations of the transfer station, which currently
receives an average of 14 tons per day . Although the LEA does
not anticipate unusual peak loadings, the station is designed and
will be permitted to process up to 51 tons of nonhazardous
residential waste per day . In addition, the station will be
permitted to accept up to three tons of separated recyclables per
day . Special hazardous waste, such as used motor oil, batteries,
and paint, may be collected if and when approved by the LEA.
Waste loads from commercial haulers are not accepted at the
transfer station.

An attendant is always on duty during operating hours . On-site
improvements include the compactor, the attendant's shelter
(located over the compactor's motor housing), a paved driveway
and queuing area, a recycling drop-off area, and perimeter
fencing . Waste is compacted into 40 cubic yard transfer bins
before being hauled to the Rock Creek Landfill (Facility File No.
05-AA-0023) in western Calaveras County.

•
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Environmental Controls

Environmental controls for dust, noise, odor, vectors, traffic,
fire, and litter are described in the January, 1995, Report of
Facility Information (RFI) . The LEA and Board staff have
determined that these controls, if followed, will continue to
allow the facility to comply with State Minimum Standards for
Solid Waste Handling and Disposal.

Resource Recovery Newspapers, mixed paper, cans, glass, metals,
and plastic drink bottles are collected in covered, watertight
containers and shipped off-site for sorting and processing . In
addition, the public may place unwanted, but reusable, items
(such as furniture, bicycles, tools) in a designated salvage
area.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
_Permit _Pursuant_to_P.ublic_Resources_Code.,_Section 44 .0 .0 .9.,—the
Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance
of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Since the proposed permit
for this facility was received on March 2, 1995, the last day the
Board may act is May 1, 1995.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and
have found that the permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making this determination the
following items were considered:

1.

	

Conformance with County Plan (PRC Section 50000)

The LEA has determined that the facility is identified by
the most recently approved edition of the Calaveras County
Solid Waste Management Plan, dated December 10, 1986, and
therefor is in compliance with PRC Section 50000(a)(1).
Board staff agree with said determination.

2.

	

Consistency with General Plan (PRC Section 50000 .5)

The LEA has found that the proposed facility is consistent
with, and is designated in, the County General Plan . In
addition, the County Board of Supervisors have determined
that the surrounding land use is compatible with the
facility operation . Board staff agree with said finding .
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3. Consistency with Diversion Requirements (PRC Section 44009)

Staff of the Board's Diversion, Planning, and Local
Assistance Division made an assessment, pursuant to PRC
44009, to determine if the record contains substantial
evidence that the proposed project would prevent or
substantially impair the achievement of waste diversion
goals . Based on available information, staff have
determined that the issuance of the proposed permit would
neither prevent nor substantially impair the County of
Calaveras from meeting its waste diversion goals . The
analysis used in making this determination is included as
Attachment 5.

4. California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation and certification of an
environmental document whenever a project requires
discretionary approval by a public agency . The Calaveras
County Planning Department prepared a Negative Declaration
(ND) (SCH#93032066) for the proposed project . The ND was
certified as approved by the lead agency on August 31, 1992,
and a Notice of Determination was filed by the lead agency
on March 17, 1993.

However, Board staff have determined that the 1992 Negative
Declaration submitted to support the Board's permit decision
does not address the potential environmental impacts of all
changes associated with the facility.

First, the 1992 Negative Declaration does not address the
potential environmental impacts of redirecting transferred
waste to a new disposal site . The redirection of waste from
the inactive Red Hill Landfill to the Rock Creek Landfill in
1990 could affect local and regional traffic, which may have
an impact on public safety.

Second, the 1992 Negative Declaration does not address the
potential noise, odor, and dust impacts of the transfer
station on the adjacent school which was built after the
preparation and adoption of the Negative Declaration.

However, other environmental documents prepared for related
projects do seem to address those impacts . For instance,
the Lead Agency approved and certified an EIR for the Rock
Creek Landfill which identifies and analyzes the potential
environmental impacts of redirecting the waste stream from

.

	

the closed Red Hill Landfill to the Rock Creek Landfill.
While this analysis appears to be adequate, this information

`Sa
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should have been incorporated into the Avery Transfer
Station ND.

An ND was also prepared for zoning and construction of the
Avery Middle School which disclosed for comment that the
proposed school was located 500 feet from a solid waste ,
facility . Again, applicable information should have been
incorporated into the Avery ND pursuant to PRC 21166 and CCR
15164.

After reviewing the environmental documentation for the
project, Board staff have determined that the ND, as
submitted, is not adequate and appropriate for the Board's
use in evaluating the proposed permit.

5 .

	

Compliance with State Minimum Standards

The LEA has made the determination that the facility's
design and operation is in compliance with the State Minimum

__ Standards_for-Solid_Waste-Handling_and-Disposal-based_on .- -__-
their review of the submitted Report of Facility
Information, supporting documentation, and the joint
Board/LEA inspection of the site conducted on March 3, 1995.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION :

•

Because a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit is proposed, the
Board must either concur or object to the proposed permit as
submitted by the LEA .

Because staff have determined that the Negative Declaration
prepared for this facility is not adequate and appropriate for
the Board's use in evaluating the proposed permit (see analysis
on Page 5), staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision
No . 95-378 objecting to the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities
Permit No . 05-AA-0009.
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ATTACHMENTS:

1.	Location Map
2.

	

Area Map
3.

	

Site Map
4.

	

Permit No . 05-AA-0009
5.

	

AB 2296 Finding of Conformance
6.

	

Permit Decision No . 95-378

Prepared by : JonbUitehill/Ckv Beglev Phone : 255-2338

Phone : 255-2453

Phone : 255-2431

Reviewed by : Don Die

Approved by : Douglas Okumura

Legal Review : 	'71,7 ~fq'	 Phone:Z552-giS
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.PS.
U TRANSFER STATION

Structure
CI .Local Commercial
C2 General Commercial
GF General Forest
PS Public Service
TP Timber Production
U Unclassified
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Detail Site Plan
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT .

	

ATTACHMENT 4
2 . Name and Street Address of Facility:

Avery Transfer Station
4541 Seagate Road
Avery, CA 95224

3 . Name and Mailing Address of Operator:

Calaveres County Public Works
891 Mountain Ranch Rd.
San Andreas, CA 95249-9709

4. Name and Mailing Address of . Owner:

Calaveras County
891 Mountain Ranch Rd.
San Andreas. CA 95249-9709

	

'

5 . Specifications:

a . Permitted Operations:

	

Composting Facility

	

Processing Facility
(mixed waste)

XX

	

Large Volume Transfer Station_

	

Composting Facility

	

_
(yard waste)

_

	

Landfill Disposal Site

	

Transformation Facility
Material Recovery Facility

	

Other:

b . Permitted Hours of Operation : seven drys pw weak 9:00 a .m. to 5 :30 p .m. end 7 :00 a m, to 7:30 p.m. during daylight flying tim..

Currently lout day. par weak 9 :00 a .m, to 5 :30 p .m.

c . Permitted Tons Per Operating Day:

Non-Hazardous - General
Non-Hazardous - Sludge
Non-Hazardous - Separated or commingled
recyclables

Non-Hazardous - (see Section 14 of
Permit)
Designated (See Section 14 of Permit)
Hazardous (See Section 14 of Permit)

Total :	 54	

	 51	
	 none	

	 3	 0- :	
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

Total

	

.:	 :	 750	

	 738	
	 6	

	 6	

Tons/Day

Tons/Day
Tons/Day

Tons/Day
Tons/Day
Tons/Day
Tons/Day

Vehicles/Day

Vehicles/Day
Vehicles/Day

Vehicles/Day

d . Permitted Traffic Volume :

	

-

	

-

	

-

Incoming waste materials
Outgoing waste materials (for disposal)
Outgoing materials from material recovery
operations

a . Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIWMB validations):

Permitted Area (in acres)

Design Capacity

Max . Elevation (Ft . MSL)

Max . Depth (Ft . BGS)

Estimated Closure Date

Total

	

Disposal Transfer MRF Composting Transformation

4 .5

	

a

	

a 1 .0

	

a a a a

tpd tpd .tpd

This permit is granted solely to the operator named above, and is not transferable .

	

Upon a change of operator, the permit is no longer valid.
Further, upon a significant change in design or operation from that described herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension . The
attached permit findings and conditions are integral parts of this permit and supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste
facility permits.

6 .

	

Approval: 7 . Enforcement Agency Name and Address:

Environmental Health Department
Approving Officer Signature

Brian Moss, Environmental Health Director

891 Mountain Ranch Rd.
San Andreas, CA 95249-9709

Name/Title

8 . Received by CIWMB :

	

2 1995 9. CIWMB Concurrence Date:

10 .

	

Permit Review Due Date : 11 .

	

Permit Issue Date :

	

•
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12 .

	

-Legal Description of Facility (attach map with RFD : Section 18, Township IN, Range 15E, MOM

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT Facility/Permit Number: 05-AA-0009

03.

	

Findings:

a. This permit is consistent with the County Solid Waste Management Plan or the County-wide Integrated Solid Waste Management Plan
(CIWMP) . Public Resources Code, Section 50000.

b. This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) . Public Resources Code,
Section 44010.

c. The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as
determined by the LEA.

d. The local fire protection district has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards as required in Public
Resources Cade, Section 44151.

e. An environmental determination (i .e ., Notice of Determination) is filed with the State Clearinghouse for all facilities which are not exempt from
CEQA and documents pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21081 .6.

f. The County Waste Management Plan has been approved by the California Integrated Waste Management Board.

g. The following authorized agent has made a determination that the facility is consistent with, and designated in, the applicable general plan:
Calaveras County Board of Supervisors . Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(a)•

h. The following local governing body (Calaveras County Board of Supervisors) has made a written finding that surrounding land use is
compatible with the facility operation, as required in Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(b).

14 .

	

Prohibitions:

A . The permittee is prohibited from accepting any liquid sludge, non-hazardous waste requiring special handling, designated waste, or hazardous
waste unless such waste is specifically listed below, and unless the acceptance of such waste is authorized by all applicable permits.
Recycling material and recycling material defined as hazardous waste (such as used motor oil, latex paint, etc .) may be accepted as
specified and approved by the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) . The following items are currently being accepted : cans, glass, metals, mixed
paper and newspaper.

.
. The permittee is additionally prohibited from accepting the following items:

Dead Animals

	

Contaminated Soil'

	

Asbestos

	

Food Processing Waste

	

Agricultural Waste

	

Industrial Waste
Medical Waste

	

Explosives

	

Poisons

	

Radioactive Material '

	

Liquids and Slurries

	

Oily Waste

C. No applicances containing freon (CFC's) may be accepted unless certified that CFC's have been removed.

D. Scavenging .

15 . The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility (insert document date in spaces):

Date : Date:

XX_ Report of Facility Information

_XX_ Land Use Permits and Conditional Use Permits

01-23-95

05-07-92

Contract Agreements - operator and contract

Waste Discharge Requirements

Air Pollution Permits and Variances _XX_ Local & County Ordinances 1983

_XX_ EIR or Negative Declaration

_ Lease Agreements - owner and operator

Preliminary Closure/Post Closure Plan

Closure Financial Responsibility Document

08-03-92 Final Closure & Postclosure Maintenance Plans

Amendment to RFI

Other (list) :

2 lE



f SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

	

Fecility/Permit Number : O5-AA-0009

16 . Self Monitoring Program:

The following monitoring records/reports shall be maintained and be accessible to the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB)
and/or Local LEA:

a. The number of vehicles using the facility per day (daily log for vehicles);

b. All incidents of unlawful disposal of prohibited and hazardous material . This report shall contain a summary of the actions taken by the
Operator regarding each incident and the final disposal of material;

c. All justified complaints regarding the transfer station and the Operator's actions taken to resolve any justified complaints;

d. All speciallunusual occurrences and the Operator's actions taken to correct these problems;

e. Results of the random waste load checking program;

f. The quantities of waste transferred each day to the disposal site, Rock Creek Landfill or an approved solid waste facility ; and

g. The Operator shall submit an annual report to the LEA demonstrating the monthly estimated weights or volumes handled during the previous
year.
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

	

Facility/Permit Number : OS-AA-0009

17 . LEA Conditions:

.This Facility must be in compliance with State minimum standards for solid waste handling and disposal;

B. Additional information concerning the design and operation of this facility must be furnished upon request of the LEA and/or CIWMB;

C. Any changes that would cause the design or operation of the facility not to conform to the terms or conditions of this permit may be
considered a significant change requiring permit revision;

D. The Local Enforcement Agency shall be notified 120 days prior to the implementation of any significant operational change;

E. The facility has a permitted maximum capacity of 51 ton per operating day (excluding recyclablesl and shall not receive more then this
amount without first obtaining a revision of the permit;

F. During the hours of operation, an attendant shall be present at the transfer station to supervise the loading and unloading of the waste
material)

G. The operator shall conduct random waste load inspections to prevent and discourage disposal of hazardous waste at the station . The
attendant ' s shed will have a letter posted instructing the attendants to watch for hazardous wastes and notifying procedures in case any
hazardous wastes are found;

H. The operator will maintain a log of special\unusual occurrences . This log shall include, but is not limited to fires, injuries, property damage,
accidents, explosions, and discharge and disposition of hazardous or unpermitted waste . The operator shall maintain this log at the station so
as to be available at all time to site personnel, LEA and CIWMB;

1 . The operator shall maintain accurate daily weight/volume records . The records shall be available to the Local Enforcement Agency's
personnel and to the California Integrated Waste Management Board's personnel . Records shall be maintained for a period of at least one
year;

J . Litter and loose material shall be collected daily and disposed of properly;

The operator shall notify the LEA and post public notice a minimum of one month prior to any change in hours or days of operation;

The maximum storage period for recyclable materials is 90 days or as prescribed by the LEA . All stored materials must be contained in
enclosed containers (raintight lids or equivalent approved by the LEA) . The LEA reserves the authority to reduce this time if storage presents
a health hazard or becomes a public nuisance; and

M. In all instances, transfer bins containing solid waste materials must be removed from the site within 48 hours from the time the waste
materials were collected from the public .

2~1



ATTACHMENT 5

State of California

	

California Environmental
Protection Agency

M E M O R A N D U M

To : Cody Begley, Senior WMS

	

Date : March 27, 1995

From :	 (2 t- c e,	 k2y:_c~J~,n	
Catherine Donahue, AWMS
Local Assistance Branch, North
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : REVIEW OF THE PERMIT FOR THE AVERY TRANSFER STATION,
FACILITY NO . 05-AA-0009, TO DETERMINE CONFORMANCE WITH
AB 2296

The Avery Transfer Station is located approximately five miles
south of Arnold in Calaveras County . A revised permit is required
because of a number of new conditions in the operation of the
facility. The permitted tonnage T5 this - facility will be-a -
maximum of 51 tons of waste per day and 3 tons of recyclables per
day.

Based upon review of the documents submitted to the Office of
Local Assistance, the proposed permit conforms with the
provisions of AB 2296 as follows:

1. The permit is consistent with the state's waste diversion
requirements (PRC Section 44009).

2. The facility is in conformance with the Calaveras County
CoSWMP, in accordance with PRC Section 50000.

3. The facility is consistent with the County's General Plan
(PRC Section 50000 .5).

PRC Section44009 :Waste Diversion Requirements

The Calaveras County Source Reduction and Recycling Element is
scheduled to be considered by the Board in May 1995 . The
County's SRRE describes a variety of programs that will be used
to meet their diversion goals . These programs include diversion
activities such as backyard composting, curbside recycling, drop
off locations, buybacks centers, cardboard recycling, and
landfill salvaging.

m0LA p :\rp\296avu .doc 3/27/95
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Avery Transfer Station
Page Two

The County's Nondisposal Facility Element will also be considered
by the Board at the May 1995 meeting . The Avery Transfer Station
is identified and described in this Element as accepting self
haul loads from area residents.

The transfer station offers separate bins for the public to place
their recyclable materials . During the first half of 1994
diversion ranged from 4-6% and diversion is expected to increase
with improved public information . Refuse received at the Transfer
Station will be shipped to the Rock Creek Landfill.

Board staff have reviewed the proposed permit and the SRRE . Based
upon this review, Board staff finds that the transfer station
will not prevent or impair the County's efforts to achieve its
diversion goals.

PRCSection 50000 : Consistency with CoSWMP

The transfer station is identified and described in the 1986
Calaveras County CoSWMP . The transfer station meets the
requirements of PRC Section 50000.

PRCSection 50000 .5 : Consistency withGeneral Plan

The Calaveras County Board of Supervisors has determined that the
Avery Transfer Station is consistent with the County's General
Plan . In addition, the Board of Supervisors has made a finding
that the surrounding land use is compatible with the facility
operation . The transfer station meets the requirements of PRC
Section 50000 .5.

m0{ .s p :\wp\296avts .doc 3/27/95



ATTACHMENT 6

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-378

April 25-26, 1995

WHEREAS, Calaveras County owns and operates the Avery
Transfer Station which began operating in 1975 and was issued a
Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP) in 1978 ; and

WHEREAS, the Calaveras County Board of Supervisors approved
Conditional Use Permit 91-25 on May 7, 1992, for the operation of
the Avery Transfer Station ; and

WHEREAS, the Calaveras County Board of Supervisors adopted
Zoning Amendment 91-21 on August 31, 1992 changing the zoning of
the site from "unclassified" to "public service" ; and

WHEREAS, the Calaveras County Planning Department, the lead
agency for CEQA review, prepared a Negative Declaration for the
proposed project ; and Board staff provided comments to the County
on May 15, 1991 ; and the proposed project will not have a
significant effect on the environment ; and mitigation measures
were incorporated into the approval of the proposed project ; and
the Calaveras County Board of Supervisors adopted the final
environmental document (SCH# 93032066) on August 31, 1992 and
approved the Notice of Determination for the project on
May 17, 1993 ; and

•

		

WHEREAS, Calaveras County Environmental Health Department,
acting as the Local Enforcement Agency, has submitted to the
Board for its review and concurrence in, or objection to, a
revised SWFP for Avery Transfer Station ; and

WHEREAS, the Red Hill Landfill ceased accepting waste on
November 1, 1990, and waste is now transferred to the Rock Creek
Landfill ; and

WHEREAS, the environmental document submitted to support the
Board's permit decision does not address the potential
environmental impacts of redirecting transferred waste to a new
disposal site ; and

WHEREAS, the Avery Middle School was constructed on a
nearby parcel, approximately 500 feet from the transfer station,
in 1993 ; and

WHEREAS, the environmental document submitted to support the
Board's permit decision does not address the potential noise,
odor, and dust impacts of the transfer station on the adjacent
school which was built after the preparation and adoption of the
Negative Declaration ; and

'4'



WHEREAS, the Board finds that all other state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the County
Solid Waste Management Plan, and consistency with the County
General Plan ; and

WHEREAS, the project description in the CEQA document is
consistent with the proposed permit ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for
consistency with the standards adopted by the Board and found the
facility design and operation in compliance with State Minimum
Standards ; and

WHEREAS, the most recent joint CIWMB/LEA inspection,
conducted on March 3, 1995, documented that the site is currently
operating in compliance with State Minimum Standards for Solid
Waste Handling and Disposal.

NOW, THEREFORE, SE IT RESOLVED that, because the
environmental document submitted to support the Board's permit
decision does not address the potential impacts associated with
the closure of the Red Hill Landfill and the construction of
Avery Middle School, the California Integrated Waste Management
_Board objects to the_issuance of Solid_Waste Fa_ciliti_es Permit_
No . 05-AA-0009 .

CERTIFICATION '

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25-26, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

•
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25-26, 1995

AGENDA ITEM e

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a New
Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the City of Redding
Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Station, Shasta
County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

As of the date that this item went to print, the
Permitting and Enforcement Committee had not made a
recommendation on the issuance of this proposed permit.

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name :

	

City of Redding Transfer Station/Materials
Recovery Facility, Facility No . 45-AA-0059

Facility Type : Transfer Station, Materials Recovery Facility,
Compost Facility

2255 Abernathy Lane, Redding

25 acres

Rural, Light industrial, and rural residential

Shasta County Department of Resource Management,
Environmental Health Division
Russ Mull, Director, Resource Management

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Operational
Status:

Permitted
Tonnage:

Owner and
Operator:

LEA :

Under construction

750 tons per day

City of Redding
Sam McMurry, Interim City Manager

1A3



City of Redding Transfer Station/MRF
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Proposed Project

The City of Redding is proposing to build and operate a transfer
station, materials recovery facility, and composting facility.
The new facility will receive all of the waste from the City of
Redding . The activities at the facility will include : the
transfer of residential and commercial waste, transfer of self-
haul public waste, processing of curbside recyclables, a
household hazardous waste collection and temporary storage
facility, a recycling center for the public, a greenwaste drop-
off and processing area, and a composting facility.

SUMMARY:

Project Description

The proposed City of Redding Transfer Station/Materials Recovery
Facility will be located at 2255 Abernathy Lane in the City of
Redding . The facility will cover 25 acres of a 110 acre site
owned-by the City. The City of-Redding will be the owner and
operator of the facility . The facility will be permitted to
accept a maximum of 750 tons of waste per day from the City of
Redding and some portions of the unincorporated areas of Shasta
County . In actuality, the operator expects to receive an average
of 300-350 tons of waste per day . The facility will be open to
the public from 8 a .m . to 5 p .m . Initially, the hours of
operation for municipal collection vehicles will be from 3 a .m.
to 6 p .m ., with the possibility of future expansion by adding a
second shift . The facility will operate six days per week from
Monday through Saturday . Waste from this facility will be
transferred to the West Central Landfill.

After entering the facility commercial collection vehicles will
proceed along the access road to the scale house . From the scale
the vehicles will follow the access road to tipping floor located
inside the transfer building . A determination will be made at
the scalehouse, or by prearrangement, to the processability of
loads . After waste is unloaded on the tipping floor it can be
loaded directly into transfer trucks or directed to the sorting
line . Most of the mixed municipal waste will be placed directly
into the transfer trucks . Commercial loads will be evaluated to
determine if they will be directed to the sorting line . When
public vehicles enter the facility, they will be directed to the
scalehouse where they will be charged according to the volume of
material/waste being delivered . They will then be directed . to
the public refuse tipping area or the greenwaste unloading area.
The public refuse tipping area is raised three feet above the
main tipping floor . Greenwaste will be unloaded in an area next
to the transfer building where it will be ground, and then taken
to the composting area or shipped off site as hog fuel .

•

•
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Environmental Controls

The transfer and resource recovery operations will be conducted
within an enclosed building which will help to contain litter.
The transfer building tunnels and access ramps will be cleaned
and swept at the end of each day . A cyclone fence will surround
the property and help prevent wind-blown litter from migrating
off-site . The fence will be patrolled for litter on an ongoing
basis.

The operator is required through the Mitigation Monitoring
Program to maintain the air pressure inside the transfer building
at a level less than that outside the building through the use of
fans . A building ventilation system will be installed capable of
providing up to six air changes per hour . The Program also
requires that all organic material received in plastic bags be
immediately removed from the bags, and that the compost windrows
be monitored closely for moisture content and turned periodically
to reduce or prevent potential odor impacts.

During the daily operations of the facility the unpaved portions
of the site will be watered as needed to control dust . The

• compost windrows will be watered prior to turning to reduce dust.
To control dust in the transfer building a mist/dust suppression
system will be installed over the area where
commercial/industrial trucks are unloaded . As stated above the
transfer building will have a ventilation system capable of
providing up to six air changes per hour.

Vectors will be controlled in several ways . The transfer
building is enclosed which should inhibit vectors . Access ramps
and the floor of the transfer building will be swept daily.
Refuse will be transfered to the landfill on a daily basis.
Reclaimed materials will be baled or placed in bins to reduce the
likelihood of attracting vectors.

The operator has taken measures to reduce the noise impacts from
the facility . The transfer building has been sited so that
traffic openings are not oriented toward the nearest sensitive
receptors . The glass collection bins located at the public
recycling center will be lined with a sound damping material such
as rubber.

Resource Recovery

There are several resource recovery operations that occur at this
facility . Inside the transfer building are two sorting lines,
one for mixed/commercial/industrial waste, and a second line for
the curbside recyclables . The mixed waste sort line will have
stations for the removal of newspaper, cardboard, paper,•
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aluminum, plastics, and ferrous metals . The curbside recyclables
will be separated into aluminum, glass, ferrous metals, and
plastics . After materials are separated they will be stored in
bins or baled . Near the entrance of the facility there will be
an area for the public to drop off recyclables and white goods.

The facility is designed to recover 21 .1% of the waste including
curbside recyclables . Without the addition of curbside
recyclables, it is estimated that the facility will recover 17 .3%
of the waste delivered to the facility.

There will be a Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) facility at the
site where the public can drop off hazardous waste on an
appointment basis . HHW will be stored in a separate self
contained storage area . The storage facility will consist of a
prefabricated HHW building on a concrete pad with a covered
receiving area . The HHW will be stored in overpack drums while
awaiting pick-up for proper disposal . The waste will be stored
for a maximum of 90 days before being shipped off-site.

A compost operation will be located on 6 acres at the back of the
facility . The compost operation will accept a maximum of 100
tons of greenwaste per day . All of the incoming materials will
be processed within 48 hours of receipt . The operator will
utilize the windrow method of composting . The windrows will be
14 feet wide, 6 feet high, and 300 feet long . Active compost
will be maintained under aerobic conditions for at least 15 days
during which time the compost will be turned a minimum of 5
times . A.minimum stabilized temperature of 55 degrees centigrade
will be maintained during the 15 day period . There will be a
grinder and trommel screen adjacent to the compost pad for
processing both the incoming and outgoing materials . The compost
area will be surrounded by a berm that will control runoff from
the compost . There will be a retention pond on the south side of
the facility that will collect the run-off and leachate from the
compost . Water from the retention pond can be used for compost
operations or discharged to the sanitary sewer.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the
Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance
of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Since the proposed permit
for this facility was received on March 30, 1995, the last day
the Board may act is May 29, 1995.

196
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The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and
have found that the permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making this determination the
following items were considered:

1. Conformance with County Plan

The LEA has certified that the facility meets the
requirements of PRC 50000(a)(4) . Board staff agree with
said determination.

2. Consistency with General Plan

The Shasta County Planning and Community Development
Director determined that the facility is consistent with the
County's General Plan . The LEA has found that the proposed
facility is consistent with, and is designated in, the
applicable General Plan . Board staff agrees with said
finding.

3. Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Diversion, Planning and Local
Assistance Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC
44009, to determine if the record contains substantial
evidence that the proposed project would prevent or
substantially impair the achievement of waste diversion
goals . Based on available information, staff have
determined that the issuance of the proposed permit would
neither prevent nor substantially impair Shasta County from
meeting its waste diversion goals . The analysis used in
making this determination is included as Attachment 4.

4. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

State law requires the preparation and certification of an
environmental document whenever a project requires
discretionary approval by a public agency . The City of
Redding Planning Commission prepared an Environmental Impact
Report (SCH# 90030464) for the proposed project . The
document was certified as approved by the lead agency on
March 10, 1993, and a Notice of Determination was filed on
March 15, 1993 . The Redding Planning Commission approved an
Addendum to the EIR on March 28, 1995, that clarified the
construction specifications of the compost area pad . A
statement of overriding considerations was not adopted.

After reviewing the Environmental Impact Report and
responses to comments for the proposed project, Board staff•
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have determined that CEQA documents are adequate for the
Board's evaluation of the proposed project for those project
activities which are within this Agency's expertise and/or
powers or which are required to be carried out or approved
by the Board.

5 .

	

Consistency with State Minimum Standards

The LEA has made the determination that the facility is
designed to comply with the State Minimum Standards for
Solid Waste Handling and Disposal based on their review of
the submitted Report of Facility Information and supporting
documentation . Board staff agree with said determination.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a new Solid Waste Facilities Permit is proposed, the
Board must either concur or object to the proposed permit as
submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 95-54
concurring in the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
45-AA-0059.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 .

	

Location Map
2 .

	

Site Map
3 .

	

Permit No . 45-AA-0059
4 .

	

AB2296 Finding of Conformance
5 .

	

Permit Decision No .

	

95-54

Prepared by : Russ J. Kanz

	

in,v4 Phone : 255-2336
4e.

Reviewed by :~~ iier/C dy Begley- // Phone : 255-2453

Approved by : Douqlas Y . Okumura a Phone : 255-2431

Legal Review : Vic- 2-
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Attachment 3

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
1 . Facthry/Prrwia Number:

45-AA-00.59

2 . Name nod Street Address of Facility: 3. Name and Mailing Address of Optamr;

City ofRedding
760 Parkview Avenue
Redding, CA 96001-3396

4. Name and Mailing Address of Ow—set

City of Redding
760 Parkviem Menus
Redding, CA 96001-3396

City of Redding
Transfer Station/lvlateria1s Recovery
Facility
7255 Abernathy Lade
Redding, CA 96003

5.

a.

b.

Specifications:

Permitted Operations:

	

Comporting Facility/Material Recovery Facility/Transtsr Staten

Pmmiaed Haan of Omr.niun:

	

Monday • Saturday/ 03 :00 to 18 :00

e . Prn trod Tents per Operating Day:

Nan-Rarnrdont- Green/
Non-Hanbus - Sludge
Non•Flarsnlnus- Separated or commingled recyclable,
Noce-llandouv- Other (Sec Secliuo 19 of Permit)
Designated (See Sr-ion 14 of Pennia
Hau .•deu• (Sec Sidon 14 of Permit)

	 750	

	 n/a	
	 p/a-	
	 n/a	
	 n/a	
	 n/a	
	 fL'i	

Toil:

Tmrc'Day
Toos/Ony
Tons/Day
Tor..slDay
Tens Day
Tbns/Dav

Tons/Day

d . Permitted Traffic Vahan':

Indmma waste materials
Outgoing wane =trials (for dirpral)
Our,;uing materials from materul reenvery operations

	 228	

	 all	
	 u/a	

	

Total : VthicicsiDay

Vehicles/Day
Whirler/Dry
Vehido.'Dey

e . Xvy Dsvi

	

Paramours (Deo,ilcd pane

	

ets are shown on she places Marc; LEA end CItt1.t71 vajiations):
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of this permit and srpertedo to conditions of airy previous Izs! .td said waste navy permia.pats
I• I

O. Approval : 7. Ea'ursmem .lgeney Name and Addrs:

Sleuth County Departmam cif Re-sooner
Approving Officer Satan= Management

Rum M¢11, Director . Resource Manacement
ETVUVnmental Health Division
1650 West Street

Name/ride Redding, CA 96001

8 . Received Iry C

	

AR 3 0 1995
9 . CIWB Cantonese Dare:

10 . Permit Review Due Data : I1 . Pm:ais Issued Dar:
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

	

Fecilhy/Pamit N,mibee

45-AA-0059

12 . Legal Dcaeiptioa of Facility•
2255 Abernathy Lane, Redding, CA 96003, Section 3 of Township 31N . Range 4W . 10
13 . Endings:
A. The LEA has made a finding that this facility is amine= the Shasta Cony Solid Waste Mana gement Plan pursuant to Public

Resoutms Code (PRC), Section 50000 (a)(4).

B. This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIW?IBB) pursuant to
PRC, Section 44010.

C. This facility is designed to comply with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal . Verification is
provided through monthly LEA inspecdcns.

D .

	

An Environmental lmpaet Report, SCH No . 90030464, and Final Supplement to the Environmental Impact Report, EIR 3-90, wee:
prepared and circulated in April 1991 and February 1993 imitatively.

E. The Shasta County Integrated Waste Management Plan has not yet received the approval of the California Integrated Wean
Management Board . The source Reduction and Recycling Element along with the Household Hazardous Waste Element have been
submitted to the Board far approval.

F. The City of Redding Planning Deparanenthas made a det.rnvn =ion that this facility is consistent witl,nnd deagaaa! in, tit City
of Redding Cenral Plan in accordance with PRC, Section 50000 .5 (a).

G. T11c City of Redding Planning Department has determined that the surrounding land use cl compatible with facility itpa-adon in
accordance with PRC, Section 50000 .5 (b).

14.- Prohibitions:
The permit-use is prohibiwd from accepting any liquid waste sludge, nonhazardous waste requiring special handling, deognazd
waste, or hazardous waste unless such waste is :peciftcally listed below, and unless the act-apnoea of such waste is authorized by
all applicable permits.

NOTE: Household hazardous waste may be collected and prccns :d at this facility pursuant at the coached City of Redding Permanent
Household Hazardous Waste Collection Program Operation and Contingency Plan, and the corrc:.,,oudiag Deparanenc of Toxic
Subsanaz Control Variance.

l : . TM following dotsvums also deteri a and/or tCUict Ca ogerenn cf this faaiiry :
Date

+ Report at Station Information Amended 4/28/94
• City of Raiding correspondenca to Dale Stuttz, January 19, 1995, providing additional

information on composting operation.
• City of Redding correspondence to Dale StuIu, February 27 . 1995, addendum to compouiog information.
• USE Permit No. UP 8-93 3120193
• fir Quality Management District Authority to Construct Paint Spray Booth No . 94-PO-07 3118/94
• City of Redding Ere Dcparpnent Permit No. 1106 4/27/94

Installation of Above Ground Storage Tank for Class III B Liquids
• Final Environmental Impact Report - SCH No. 90030464 April 1991
+ Final Suppletneut to Environmental Impact Report ER 3 .90

	

February 1993
e Final ER-3-90 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program February 1993
• Addendum to EIR-3-90 March 1995
• California Regional Water Quality Coaxal Board Resolution No . 94-375 12/9/94

Waiver of Waste Discharge Lot Requirements for the City of Redding
Solid Waste Transfer and Recycl ing Facility

• City of Redding Permanent Haus:hold Hazardous Waste Collection Pmgram
Operation & Contingency Plan

• Department of Toxic Substances Control 12/12/94
Variance Approval for Operation of the City of Redding
Permanent Household Hazardous Waste Collection Curer at
Redding's Transfer Station/Materials Recovery Facility EPA ID No . CAH111000219

• All clan= and applicable City of Rrddiog and County Ordinancr-s.

221
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
FacilitylPe our Nmmbee.

45-AA-0059

16. Self Manioring:

a . Results of all :elf-monitoring prKnms• as datribea below, will be stated as follows:

Program Reparrttg Ftagacacy I

	

Agency Repnsd To

Transfer S>asoa Operation - Ideaify the data=
wash.: moms received at this Emilio and to unt
daily weight and .obame infnnnacoa for each brad
wawa seam. The wnigbt of each whim mom
Mail he rrrardei in tons pm day add mluats
:corded is cubic yards per day . Soma isms toy

requuc an aetnl santdi (LE., ths).

Composting Operations - Record daily weight and
mimic information in tons per thy and cubic yards
per day fur all gain wit =civet as this facility.

Room weight and volume intonation far all
limbed cnmpott produced en site.

Record weight and vohunc infonn=nn for all grin
stn

	

ehippM on sit and Uanaponrd m
eogeneratinn ptana for fuel.

Pasoan to me Environmental Health Standards
hued in me Convening Reguiuirns M 14 CCR. :t

tax one composite sample shall he ohmincd for
every 5 .00D cubic yards cf finlsbS crampon

pnducai it this Geility. Thu sample Mall be

ami zed for the following constituents:

Amenic
Cadmium
Chromium

Copper
Ind
Mercury
Molybdmsm
Nickel
.5,lcainvn
Zim

T„e results u: :oh sampling oven: shall be
subminet Ito the LEA for review and :oMornuae
with the Maximum Aecepoble Moral Coma-Mons

uudioad in the Environments Holds Surdaads of
the Camposriag Regulatiuru found In l d CCR prior
m any ;maned compost pruhha !cavity, she facility.

The facility operator Mall submit a mr(R :adon that

Oita; 10 pathogen reduction COCA. arc net.

The cnnfaliucu shall be canipland using CIWMB

Form 19!v2 asd rbrcbsi M Me LEA wish the
cra pest sample moults,

l

	

peranae rods sxcmuns snail be recorded daily
and rna :nnined in a log kept un ram. tasks: deal

drat windrows are turned.

TFe vouoe of lea here Smeared, during

manning apemcons, shall he cati m vr l and

included in the quarterly ntnlmrfng report

All went mnstormg roods are to Is eabmined o
the LEA on a quarterly basis unless otherwise stood.
Qaanatly mamboing =ports shall he submitted by
Me 15th day of Ss matt immrdnrely following me

end of act calealar varier.

Compost ample rends chill be obtained to the LEA

wu Ia 4) days of Mc sampl ing even.

All monitoring reports shall be =Inuit to the
Shwa Coumy Deu.ueman of Resets=
Managameet, Environmental Helm Mandan

'



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

16. Self MoStariag ol :dand:

_LResult of all scif-mortaring pmgramt as decrtsed below . will be maned as taws :

Paciliy/Pee®e Nue :her.

45-AA-0059

Proton

Household trdaw Wane Operation - A lag
shall be maintained ea it identifying types and
gnat of bonschold haardou waste received at
this facility . Also . include the rumba of
psrtidpana using do household hasardetrs waste
mthedoa facility.

Repotting Fz a zry

All mime monitoring r :pors are to be submitted to
die LEA au a quanesly basis unlCts mterwist send.
Quarterly auaimdng mom shall be submiord by
the 13th day of the ir.cmb immediately following the
cod of tech cslsodar quarter.

Agency Bmartal To

All motimrhrg repom shall be submittal zi rho
Shan Cary Delwnaenrof Resource
Managcmmt, Eevinnm e ^nhHalm Division

Nae:nl Recover. Operating - Ideoify tact tyre
d oaerisl , recov ered and record the weight,
mum*. or votucx nn a daily bins.

Oa a daily basis, list the number and type of
Intimate received at this facility and Ni volume of

r_frige= or lubricating oils removed from tech
appiiutcc.

Genera) Padety Operation - A lag of special
eectumooes shell be micemed on it with
tattoos cad cot daily buts . The log shag
cover M1 aspects of facility npeatiods . SFaciai
otarntcccs i+cWde, bus an not united u . fires,
injuries, property dann6e . explosions, ficcdir.g,
Mr-ideas -s sitcg 1m m-dove 'curs .,-and anyo:.her-
uaumnl ceairrences.

2%23
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17 . LEA Coodipoi :

t .

	

Afl gr=wawa received shall be processed or chipped within 48 bans of its maim at this faci lity.

Any compost prints oat non mat comply with the Maxi m Anepahlc Meal Coccwui am m the Pathogen Reduction
Caen. =flitted in the Esv¢omaeaml Health ctwkMi of the r"c	 og Reg tuans found in 14 CCR than be drsclaxa
for disposal as a facility appmvd by the LEIS

If for any mason Sc tube grinder breaks or the incoming g+Qawam an mat he pteees or chipped, for two eoasecffive
days. dra all incoming gmcnwane shall be diverted for disposal at a permitted disposal site tmul such dme dui the tube
grinder is repaid odd 5metoaaL and a i gamma an be roamed and chipped within the rebutted 48 hours.

The open= shall notify the LEA was24 haunt of any spill or so= of a hazardous mania or ware noteaaasd wit h the
opcatiou of this balky.

The operator shall unit maids dig training of >U far 1ity employes . Wee7dy and monthly taatty =tags should
be included . Particular ancmion must be paid to employees working with the ho~hntl hazing= rata nollevmn
opentioo. Training =oat shall he available, for tnview by dta LEA dozing monthly uuptxdom.

6. The LEA nerves the right to =spend or modify waste :advent opeadom whm deemed ocaatary due to an en ergo cy,
an actual or potential health hazard, or the eras on of a public bbtatae.

7. The operamr shall provide to the LEA, ;pa requesh my additional it

	

t n as demmed necessary to iaspca or per=
this foggy.

8. the open= shall our change ate, significant awns of to operation without fiat having chained the approval of the LEA
and the omnuremof Sc lemgnmd Wale Mteagemne Baud. The operator gall notify the LEA in wridn at letst 110
days is' ivam d any peopo wrlsigeifictnt cane In operation or design.

9. The oars= shop =Main this Eraliq in mraditnce with all applicable federal. s8m . and legal laws am regmladans.
Whett vinlaeom am banoght m the agemiob of the susses, the opador gall conch nta violation within the dote fame
specified by the regldraty agency in madam

10. The operator shall ®m no eta than 499 tie alms at this ECDay whixart fax tmdifying or tevuing the solid w'pn
recility permit. All waste tin gat be and in cotramem with This or coves to prevent the centre mnisaaaa

11. AO'msmials sated se tit facility stall be smut in a =corn which dons tat allow for the =anon of misaoces.

M .

	

This facility shall mover for ran or Eveyrling at lean 13 percao of ire total vobtnc d tmaritl trod by the, facility.

3.

5.
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Attachment 4

State of California

MEMORANDUM

To : Russ Kanz, AWMS

California Environmental
Protection Agency

Date : March 6, 1995

Subject : REVIEW OF THE PERMIT FOR THE CITY OF REDDING SOLID
WASTE TRANSFER STATION AND RECYCLING FACILITY, FACILITY
NO . 45-AA-0059, TO DETERMINE CONFORMANCE WITH AB 2296

The City of Redding is requesting a solid waste facility permit
for a new Transfer Station and Recycling Facility (Facility) . The
-Facility is located on-Abernathy Lane-between Viking-Way-and -
Tarmac Road adjacent to the eastern boundary of the City limits.
The Facility is designed to operate at a 750 ton per day
throughput, which is the anticipated peak tonnage at
approximately 20 years of operation.

The activities of the Facility include the transfer of City-
collected residential and commercial refuse, transfer of self-
haul public refuse, processing of materials collected by curbside
recycling programs, a household hazardous waste drop-off area and
temporary storage facility, a public drop-off area for recyclable
materials, a greenwaste drop-off and processing area, and a
composting area . Waste will be loaded into transfer trucks and
shipped to the West Central Landfill . The Facility will be owned
and operated by the City of Redding and is located on land owned
by the City of Redding.

Based upon review of the documents submitted to the Office of
Local Assistance, the proposed permit conforms with the
provisions of AB 2296 as follows:

1.

	

The permit is consistent with the state's waste diversion
requirements (PRC Section 44009).

2.

	

The facility is in conformance with the Shasta County Solid
Waste Management Plan (CoSWMP), in accordance with PRC
Section 50000.

The facility is consistent with the County's General Plan
(PRC Section 50000 .5).

From :
Heidi Sanborn, WMS
Local Assistance Branch, North
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD



PRC Section 44009 : Waste Diversion Requirements

The Board is currently reviewing the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element (SRRE) prepared for the County, City of
Anderson, and City of Redding, which will be heard at the May
Board meeting . The SRRE describes a variety of programs that the
Shasta County jurisdictions will use to meet their diversion
goals . The Shasta jurisdictions expect to achieve their diversion
goals through such activities as procurement policies, public
awareness, curbside recycling, windrow composting facility, and a
material recovery facility (MRF) . The jurisdictions selected a
MRF and windrow composting facility as programs which will allow
them to meet the 25 and 50 percent diversion goals . As stated in
the Report of Station Information (RSI), the Facility is designed
to divert a minimum of 15% of all incoming solid waste and is
therefore expected to make a positive contribution to the ability
of participating jurisdictions to meet AB 939 goals.

Board staff have reviewed the proposed permit, the RSI, and the
SRRE . Based upon this review, Board staff find that the Facility
will not prevent or impair the County's efforts to achieve its
diversion goals.

PRC Section 50000 : Consistency with CoSWMP

As required by 50000 subdivision (c), the Local Task Force met
and commented on the Facility . The LTF met at a noticed public
meeting on September 9, 1993 and commented that the proposed
facility was consistent with the goals and objectives of the SRRE
and recommended that the Shasta County Board of Supervisors (BOS)
amend the CoSWMP to include this Facility . The BOS amended the
CoSWMP October 12, 1993, Resolution No . 93-223 to include the
siting of the City of Redding's material recovery center with
findings that the project is consistent with the goals and
objectives of AB 939 . The LEA has made a finding that the
Facility is consistent with the Shasta CoSWMP pursuant to PRC
Section 50000 (a)(4).

Board staff have reviewed the proposed permit, the CoSWMP, the
staff report to the Shasta Board of Supervisors regarding
Facility certification, and Resolution No . 93-223 . Board staff
find that the Facility is consistent with the County's CoSWMP.

PRC Section 50000 .5 : Consistency with General Plan

The Shasta County Planning and Community Development Director has
determined that the Facility is consistent with the County's
General Plan . In addition, the Redding Planning Commission made a
finding that the City's General Plan land-use designation of the
project site is appropriate for a solid waste management
facility, and with the application of the use permit conditions
and mitigation identified in EIR-3-90, the operation of the

H601w p :\vp\aaasca\1196 .doc 116/95
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facility will be compatible with surrounding land uses.

Board staff have reviewed the proposed permit, RSI, and the
letter dated October 4, 1993 from the Shasta Planning and
Community Development Director to Richard Curry with Shasta
Department of Public Works . Board staff find that the Facility is
consistent with the General Plan.

HSOLA p :\Yp\shaata\2296 .doc
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Attachment 5

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-54

April 25-26, 1995

WHEREAS, the Shasta County Department of Resource
Management, acting as the Local Enforcement Agency, submitted a
proposed permit to the Board on February 14, 1995, and amended
proposed permits on March 2, 1995, and on March 30, 1995, for its
review and concurrence in, or objection to a new Solid Waste
Facilities Permit for the City of Redding Transfer
Station/Materials Recovery Facility ; and

WHEREAS, City of Redding Planning Commission, the lead
agency for CEQA review, prepared an Environmental Impact Report
for the proposed project and Board staff reviewed the
Environmental Impact Report and provided comments to the City of
Redding Planning Commission on December 17, 1990 ; and the
proposed project will not have a significant effect on the
environment ; and mitigation measures were made a condition of the
approval of the proposed project ; and the City of Redding
Planning Commission did not adopt a Statement of Overriding
Consideration ; and the City of Redding Planning Commission filed
a Notice of Determination with the County Clerk on March 15,
1993 ; and the City of Redding Planning Commission approved an
Addendum to the Environmental Impact Report on March 28, 1995;
and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for
consistency with the standards adopted by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, the project description in the CEQA document is
consistent with the proposed permit ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA has determined that the facility is
designed to comply with State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste
Handling and Disposal ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements . for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the County
Solid Waste Management Plan, and consistency with the General
Plan .

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of

•

	

Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 45-AA-0059.

•

199



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25-26, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

200
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25-26, 1995

AGENDA ITEM No

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Objection to the Issuance of a New
Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Caspar Transfer
Station, Mendocino County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

As of the date that this item went to print, the
Permitting and Enforcement Committee had not made a
recommendation on the issuance of this proposed permit.

Caspar Transfer Station
Facility No . 23-AA-0028

Large volume transfer station

Terminus of Prairie Way, Caspar

5 acres

Forest and rural residential

Currently operating

19 tons per day

Mendocino County Solid Waste Division
Paul Cayler, Director

City of Fort Bragg and the County of
Mendocino

Mendocino County Public Health Department
Division of Environmental' Health
Gerald F . Davis, Director

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name:

• Facility Type:

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Operational
Status:

Permitted
Tonnage:

Operator:

Owner:

LEA :

4b'
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Proposed Proiect

The Mendocino County Solid Waste Division is requesting a new
Solid Waste Facilities Permit (permit) for the Caspar Transfer
Station.

SUMMARY :

The operator submitted an application for a new permit to the LEA
in August of 1994 . The LEA received the application on August
26, 1994 . On October 21, 1994 the LEA rejected the application
and submitted their reasons for objection in a letter dated
October 21, 1994 . On December 18, 1994, the LEA accepted the
application . The LEA accepted an application package that is not
"Complete and Correct" . Board staff are therefor including a
recommendation to object to the issuance of the proposed permit
for the following reasons:

1.

	

The LEA submitted a draft permit for this site on March 22,
1995 .- While--LEA'-s- are-not required-to submit draft permits.
to the Board for their review it is highly recommended . The
LEA contacted Board staff on March 22, and requested that
Board staff review and provide comments on the draft permit
within one day . When Board staff informed the LEA that the
draft permit could not be reviewed in one day, the LEA
submitted a proposed permit (on March 22) . Board staff
reviewed the proposed permit and submitted comments by Fax
to the LEA on March 27 (see attachment 6) . The LEA was
notified by phone on March 28 that the last day additional
information would be accepted by the Board would be April 4.

2.

	

The application package as submitted was not "complete and
correct" as defined in Tile 14 of the California Code of
Regulations (14CCR) §18200 .1 . The application package did
not contain all of the information as required in 14CCR
§18201 . The items required for a complete and correct
package as listed in 14CCR §18201 that were not included in
the application package are : a complete Report of Station
Information (RSI) including all information required in
14CCR §18221, Lease/Contract operator agreements, EPA
Generator ID#, Coastal Commission/Conditional Use Permit
approvals, General Plan Consistency, Information and
Certification by the LEA of County Solid Waste Management
Plan Conformance, and the Mitigation Measures adopted with
the Negative Declaration . 14CCR §18221 requires that plans
and specifications for the station include a site plan . The
operator did not include a description of the property
boundaries . Board staff have traditionally required that a
legal description of the boundaries of the facility be
submitted . •
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Staff are recommending that the Board object to the issuance of
this permit . Because the information listed above was not
submitted, staff will not be able to properly evaluate whether
the project will protect public health, safety, or the
environment . Staff also have concerns that the permit does not
contain the proper conditions to provide these protections.
Public Resources Code §44012 states that "When issuing or
revising any solid waste facilities permit, the enforcement
agency shall ensure that primary consideration is given to
preventing environmental damage and that the long-term protection
of the environment is the guiding criterion . To achieve these
purposes, the enforcement agency may prohibit or condition the
handling or disposal of solid waste to protect, rehabilitate, or
enhance the environmental quality of the state or to mitigate
adverse environmental impacts".

Board staff faxed a letter (Attachment 6) to the LEA on March 27,
1995, addressing the concerns staff had with the permit . Staff
told the LEA that additional material would be accepted up to
April 4, at which time the material would be reviewed to see if
the deficiencies were resolved . After April 4 additional
information could only be accepted in accordance with 14CCR

•

	

§18207(d) . This section states that if the applicant or the LEA
requests that additional material be considered, that the Board's
60 time limit to act on the permit (PRC 44009) must be waived.

Site History

On October 18, 1992 the Caspar Refuse Disposal Site ceased
accepting waste . On October 19, 1992 the operator began
operating an unpermitted transfer station at the site . The LEA
issued a Stipulated Order of Compliance and Agreement (SOCA),
#92-01, to the operator for building and operating the transfer
station without a permit . The SOCA required the operator to
submit a compliance schedule that outlined the tasks needed to
bring the site into compliance . The tasks required were:
submission of an application form, a Plan of Operation,
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
and compliance with Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 50000.
The SOCA was revised on June 23, 1993, in response to the
operators request for an extension of time lines . On January 31,
1994, the SOCA was revised again to allow the operator more time
to submit the required documents.

In 1991, it was determined that ground water contamination from
this landfill migrated off site resulting in the issuance of
Cease and Desist Order Number 91-110 by the North Coast Region of
the Water Quality Control Board . The Caspar Refuse Disposal Site

.

	

was approved for funding under the AB 2136 program in 1994 . The
Board approved a matching grant for remedial action to control

263
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the ground water contamination . Because the operator does not
have adequate funding for the Closure and Postclosure Maintenance
of the facility the Board has been unable to approve the Final
Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plans for the site . With out
an approved Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plan the operator
can not revise the permit for the landfill . The operator is
therefore requesting a new permit for the transfer station.

Project Description

The Caspar Transfer Station is located at the end of Prairie Way,
near the town of Caspar . The facility is located on property
owned by Mendocino County and the City of Fort Bragg . The
transfer station will be operated by Mendocino County through a
Joint Powers Agreement between the County and the City . The
transfer station covers 5 acres within the permitted boundaries
of the Caspar Landfill which contain 65 acres . The site is zoned
Public Facilities (PF) and is bordered on the south side by
Russian Gulch State Park and on the north, east, and west by

_rural_residential_properties .._—This _facility__will_accept__up_to
tons per day of mixed municipal waste, non-hazardous industrial
waste, construction and demolition debris, and recyclables.
Commercial haulers are prohibited from using the site . The
facility will be open from 9 a .m . to 2 p .m . Monday through
Wednesday, and from 11 a .m . to 4 p .m . on Sunday . Maintenance
operations and waste removal will take place from 8 a .m . to 5
p .m . Sunday through Saturday . The following will be located
within the transfer station : a recycling area, metals storage and
processing area, wood and yard waste storage areas, appliance
storage, a resale area, bulk item disposal area, soils storage
area, storage buildings, and attendants shed . Waste will be
deposited in pods or drop boxes placed in a pit below grade.
Currently, the pit does not have a concrete floor, but is built
entirely of dirt with sandbags•to reinforce the walls . Under the
proposed permit the operator will build the pit with a concrete
floor and wood side walls . A portion of the pit will be covered
with a roof to protect the pods . Currently the operator is using
pods which are supplied by Waste Management Incorporated . When
waste is brought to the site, it is placed into a chute which
drops into a compactor that pushes waste into the pods . When the
pods are full they are removed from the pit and the waste is
hauled to the City of Willits Landfill.

Environmental Controls

Dust is controlled at the site by the periodic application of
water and/or a dust suppressant solution . All of the roads are
surfaced with rock to prevent dust generation.

2od
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The lids of the compactor are left in the closed position which
will help prevent the propagation, harborage, and attraction of
flies, rodents, or other vectors . Lids will be provided for all
small bins, and they will be closed when not in use which will
also prevent vectors from becoming a problem.

After waste is removed from vehicles it is immediately placed
into the compactor to prevent litter . Site personnel retrieve
all wind blown litter on a daily basis . Litter fences will be
installed around the recycling bins and the pit to control
litter.

The Coastal Development Use Permit for the site requires the
Division of Environmental Health to monitor the first two times
the bailing and tub grinding operations occur and at least one
time per year thereafter in accordance with a noise impacts study
conducted for this site . The grinding and bailing operations
will be conducted in pits below grade which will help to minimize
noise from these operations.

In order to control odors, the pods will be removed at least
weekly, or more often, depending on the amount of waste
deposited . Regulation requires that waste be removed at least
every 48 hours or other frequency'as approved by the LEA . The
LEA has approved the one week removal frequency.

There will be a leachate drain in the bottom of the transfer pit
that will drain into the leachate collection system for the
landfill . Leachate will be taken to a waste waster treatment
facility in the City of Fort Bragg.

Resource Recovery

The operator recovers both "divertable" and "recyclable"
materials at this site . The "Divertable" materials that are
recovered include : tires, processed wood, yard waste, scrap
metal, and appliances . "Recyclable" materials include : clear
glass, colored glass, newspaper, magazines, plastic containers,
ferrous metal cans, aluminum cans, and cardboard . The operator
recently constructed a concrete pad for the storage of scrap
metal and appliances . Scrap metals and appliances are baled on
an as needed basis by an outside contractor . There are separate
storage areas at the site for wood and yard waste . These
materials are also ground on an as needed basis by an outside
contractor . The operator also salvages items from the waste
stream . Salvaged items are either given away to a charitable
organization or they are sold to the public through the "Trash to
Treasures" program . During the first six months of 1994 the

•

•
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operator estimates that approximately 15% of the waste stream was
recycled and 34% was diverted or resold . Only 511 of the waste
(by volume) went to the landfill.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the
Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance
of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Since the proposed permit
for this facility was received on March 22, 1995, the last day
the Board may act' is May 21, 1995.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation . The
following determinations have been made:

1.

	

Conformance with County Plan

-The LEA has determined that the facility is identified_on
page 79 of the Mendocino County Solid Waste Management Plan.
Board staff agree with said determination.

2.

	

Consistency with General Plan

The Mendocino County Board of Supervisors made the
determination in CDU 37-92 that the project conforms with
the General Plan . The LEA has found that the proposed
facility is consistent with, and is designated in, the
Mendocino County General Plan.

3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Diversion, Planning and Local
Assistance Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC
44009, to determine if the record contains substantial
evidence that the proposed project would prevent or
substantially impair the achievement of waste diversion
goals . Based on available information, staff have
determined that the issuance of the proposed permit would
neither prevent nor substantially impair Mendocino County
from meeting its waste diversion goals . The analysis used
in making this determination is included as Attachment 4.

4.

	

California Environmental Ouality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation and certification of an
environmental document whenever a project requires
discretionary approval by a public agency . The Mendocino
County Board of Supervisors prepared a Negative Declaration

•
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(SCH# 92113065) for the proposed project . The document was
certified as approved by the lead agency on October 25,
1993, and a Notice of Determination was filed on November 1,
1993.

The Notice of Determination stated that "Mitigation
measures, which were adopted by the Lead Agency to reduce
adverse impacts of'the project are attached hereto and are
incorporated herein by reference" . As stated at the
beginning of the Agenda Item, a copy of the mitigation
measures (Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan) were not
included in the application package.

5 .

	

Consistency with State Minimum Standards

The LEA has made the determination that the facility's
design and operation is in compliance with the State Minimum
Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal based on
their review of the submitted Report of Facility Information
and supporting documentation . Board staff agree with said
determination.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a new Solid Waste Facilities Permit is proposed, the
Board must either concur or object to the proposed permit as
submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 95-374
objecting to the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
23-AA-0028 for the following reasons:

1. The application package submitted was not complete and
correct . The information that was not submitted
included : a complete Report of Station Information,
Lease/Contract Agreements, EPA Generator ID#, Coastal
Commission/Conditional Use Permit Approvals, General
Plan Consistency, Certification by the LEA of County
Solid Waste Management Plan Conformance, and the
Mitigation Monitoring Plan.

2. A description of the property boundaries was not
included with the application package .

Mrl
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ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Site Map
3. Permit No . 23-AA-0028
4. AB2296 Finding of Conformance
5. Permit Decision No . 95-374
6. Letter to Dave Koppel

Prepared by : Russ J. KanzJ '	 Phone :	 255-2336

Reviewed by :o&	 r/Cod	 Beer].'	 Phone :	 255-2453

Approved by : Douglas Y . Okumura	 Phone :	 255-2431

Legal Review :	 „	 (d fP¢ .-f	 >5-5-	2 .--3

s

•
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VICINITY MAP
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e41.Lit0flMent

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
I . Paeilily/Permit Hunter:

?3_Ap_0028

Nan ., end Sinai Addreaa of Facility : 3 . Name and Mailing Addren of Operator 4 . Name and Mailing Address of Owner:

Caspar Transfer Station
Terminus of Prairie Way
Caspar, California

Mendocino County
Solid Waste Division
559 Low Gap Roadp
Ukiah, CA 95482

City of Fort Bragg
416 Franklin ., Post Bragg, CA 95437

County of Mendocino
Couethetrao, Uki .h, CA 95482

S. Spandau:

a . Permitted Operations :

	

(1

	

Composting Paollity

	

11

	

Ptomains
(mixed wane)

11

	

Coaptming Facility

	

IX) Sanest Sladon
(yard waste)

I l

	

Landfill Disposal Site

	

1

	

Transformation Psoility

D . Permitted Hours of Operation:
Public Access: 9 :00 am to 2:00 pm Monday through Wednesday ; 11 :00 am to 4:00 pm Sunday.
Closed to public Thursday, Friday & Saturday.
Maintenance Operations: 8:00 am to 5:00 pm Sunday through Saturday.

o . Penniucd Tons par Operating Day:
Non-Hazardous - Osneral
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The permit is graded aniely b Me operator named above, and I. not uafwable. Upon a lunge of operator, Me permit Is whin in revocation or suspension . The
attached parmit findings and conditions ate integral pans of this permit and unmade the conditions of any previous issued solid waits facility permits.

6 . Approval:
/
` ct .Ac

7. Enforcement Agency Name and Address:

LEA-Division of Environmental Fladth
Mendocino Canty Public Health Department
880 North Bush Street
Ukiah, CA 95482

Approving Orrker signamn
Candi L. Ziuk, REMS m
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/Permit Number:

23-AA-0028

12 .

	

Legal Description of Facility (attach map with RFD: Section 17 ofTownship 17 North, Range 17 West of Mount Diablo Biwa
Meridian. 39 20' 15' N and 123° 16' 00' W

13 .

	

Findings:
a .

	

This permit is consistent with the County Solid Waste Management Plan or the County-wide Integrated Solid Waste
Managwwd Plan (CtWMP) . Public Resources Code, Section 50001 . Page 79 of County Solid Waste Management Plan

b.

	

This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Bond (CIWMB) . Public
Resources Code, Section 44010.

c .

	

The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waldo Handling and
Diapoeal as determinod by the LEA . Last inspoctiun date March 16, 1995.

d .

	

The following local fire protection district has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standsnls
- es required in Public Resources Code, Section 44151 . California Department of Forestry, 802 North Main Street, Fort

Bragg, CA 95437

a.

	

An environmental determination (i.e. Notice of Determination) is filed with the State Clearinghouse for all facilities which
are not exempt from CEQA and documents pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21081 .6 . Notice of Dotonnination
ides November 1, 1993 193-0118j

_

	

- - f.

	

- - A County-wide Integrated Waste Management Plan has not been approved by the CIWMB.

g .

	

The following authorised agent has made a determination that the facility is consistent with, and designated in, the

	

-
applicable general plan :

	

Pam Tnwn.tend . Peninr Plonn't . Public Resources Code, Section 50000.5(a).

h.

	

The following local governing body has mule a written fading
operation, as required in Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(b).
Dppaitmant

that surrounding land use is compatible with the facil•
Mnndnrinn County P1 .nning and Rgi4linv

14 .

	

Prohibitions:
The permitlee is prohibited from accepting any liquid waste sludge, non-MmJows waste 'equities special handling, designated wade, or Weldon waste
unless such waits Is speoil%oally listed below, and unlace the accepuncs of such wads h authorized by .11 applicable reunite

The penmen.. Is additionally pre hihltad torn the Mewing items:

IS . The fallowing dncunwas also dearOta and/or restrict the operation of Nis facility Omen document data in spat .):
Oslo
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(612e193
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Use Pennies:
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100.1A1
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Coastal Dcvelnpmca Permits:

A-1-MBN-93 .70, 1444S, 1 .9446

	

0711 194
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(XI Fit o. Ncgetive Declaration NOD 934118
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

~f6. Self Monitoring:

a. Re-auks of all self-monitoring ptograma as described in the Report of Facility Information,

Fnoiltr/A.md Number:

23-AA-0028

will be reported as follows:

Pmgnm

Habitat Restoration-annual reports
due October 1 of each year for five
(5) years after planting

Leachate Collection and Disposal-
record volumes collected and
disposed

Noise Impact Mitigation-first two
occurrences of joint bailing and
grinding, then annually per noise
impact study

0andfill Gas Migration

Retorting Feeifty

Solid Waste Division

Solid Waste Division

Solid Waste Division

Solid Waste Division

Solid Waste Division

Agency Reported To

Coastal Development Commission

Local Enforcement Agency and
Water Quality Control Board

Planning & Building Services and
Local Enforcement Agency

Local Enforcement Agency

Local Enforcement Agency

S

	

2(12.
M1n• J CAn•riNI rl? .rt '

	

rL

	

orfln_rnr._ in i . nT

	

. urn-raw 'AM=



Facility/Pawl Humber.

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

	

23-AA-0028

17 . LEA Co ditla a:

	

1 .

	

Tire storage limited to 499 tires.

Per CDU 37-92, changes in times of public use shall be limited to 9 :00 am to 2 :00 pm, Monday through
Friday; 8:00 am to 5:00 pm, Saturday and Sunday. Changes in hours must be proposed to the LEA in
writing and must comply with the CDU.

3.

	

Storage buildings for salvaged rccyclables shall not exceed 250 square feet.

4.

	

Solid waste deposited at the site must be removed at least every seven (7) days. Whenever station
receives 100 cubic yards or more of waste per day the deposited waste must be removal every 48 hours.

5.

	

A 100 feet clearance from brush and weeds must be maintained around the greenwaste, woodwaste and
metal storage piles.

6.

	

A 30 feet setback clearance from brush and weeds shall be maintained around all structures

7.

	

Metals, white goods, woodwaste and greenwaste shall be removed at least once every annually.

	

8 .

	

Metals and white goods must be stored on a concrete pad .

	

I.

	

9 .

	

Operator shall renew CDU 37-92 prior to it's expiration on September 27, 1998

GY3
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California Environmentale

	

E .'

	

Protection Agency
State of California

• MEMORANDUM MAR 291995 TO
V I

To :

	

Russ Kanz

	

Date : March 30,1995
Permits Branch, North
Permitting and Enforcement Division

From :

	

AL
Alan White
Office of Local Assistance, Northern Section
Diversion, Planning and Local Assistance Division
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED PERMIT FOR THE CASPAR TRANSFER
STATION FACILITY NO . 23-AA-0028 FOR CONFORMANCE WITH AB 2296

The proposed project involves a new permit for the Caspar
transfer station located in Mendocino County, approximately seven
miles southeast of the City of Fort Bragg . This was the site of
a former Class 2 sanitary landfill that has been converted to a
transfer station . Its primary service area is the City of Fort
Bragg, and the western portion of Mendocino County.

The site consists of a recycling area, two waste disposal areas
and separately designated disposal areas for metals, wood waste,
yard waste, appliances, bulk items, soils, and other recyclable
materials . Salvageable materials are removed periodically from
the disposal areas for future resale . It has been estimated by
the County that by using this procedure at the new facility, it
has reduced the incoming waste stream by a significant amount.

SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS

Based upon the review of the submitted documents, the proposed
permit conforms with the provisions of AB 2296 as follows:

1. The permit is consistent with the State's waste diversion
requirements (PRC 44009).

2. The facility is in conformance with the County's Solid Waste
Management Plan (CoSWMP) (PRC 50000).

3. The facility is consistent with the County's General Plan
(PRC 50000 .5).

PRC 44009 : WASTE DIVERSION REQUIREMENTS

5

		

The County's Final . Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE)
describes the programs which the County will use to achieve the
diversion goals established by AB 939 . The conversion of the
Caspar landfill site to a transfer station was included in the
SRRE for the Unincorporated Area of Mendocino County on page 8-3.

S
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Russ Kanz
March 30, 1995
Page 2

The County expects to meet a 1995 diversion rate of 47% and 51%
by 2000 through a combination of local and regional source
reduction, recycling and composting programs.

Board staff have reviewed the proposed permit, and the final
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the Unincorporated
Area of Mendocino County . Based on this review, and in
consultation with the Mendocino County Solid Waste Authority,
Board staff find that the proposed permit for the Caspar Transfer
Station will not prevent or impair the jurisdiction's achievement
of AB 939 diversion goals.

PRC 50000 : CONFORMANCE WITH THE CoSWMP

The conversion of the Caspar landfill site to a transfer station
was specifically identified in the Mendocino County Solid Waste
Management Plan (CoSWMP) on page 79 . Therefore it does meet the
requirements of PRC Section 50000.

PRC 50000 .5 : CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN

The Mendocino County Board of Supervisors made the determination
on October 25, 1993 that the-transfer station is consistent with
the County's General Plan.

2y5



Attachment 5

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 95-374

April 25-26, 1995

WHEREAS, on October 19, 1992, the Mendocino County Solid
Waste Division, built and began operating a transfer station at
the Caspar Refuse Disposal site without a Solid Waste Facilities
Permit ; and

WHEREAS, the Mendocino County Public Health Department,
Division of Environmental Health, issued a Stipulated Order of
Compliance and Agreement (# 92-01) for the unpermitted transfer
station, which was revised on June 23, 1993 and again on January
31, 1994 ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA rejected an application for a new Solid
Waste Facilities Permit for this facility on October 21, 1994;
and

WHEREAS, on December 16, 1994, the LEA accepted an
application for a Solid Waste Facilities Permit that was not
complete and correct as required in 14CCR §18201 ; and

WHEREAS, Mendocino County Public Health Department, Division
of Environmental Health, acting as the Local Enforcement Agency,
submitted a draft Solid Waste Facilities Permit to the Board on
March 22, 1995, and on March 22, 1995 submitted a proposed Solid
Waste Facilities Permit for the Caspar Transfer Station to the
Board for its review and concurrence in, or objection to the
issuance of the permit ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff faxed comments on the proposed Solid
Waste Facilities Permit to the LEA on March 27, 1994 ; and

WHEREAS, the Mendocino County Board of Supervisors, the lead
agency for CEQA review, prepared a Negative Declaration for the
proposed project and Board staff reviewed the Negative
Declaration and provided comments to the Mendocino County Board
of Supervisors on August 25, 1993 ; and the proposed project will
not have a significant effect on the environment ; and mitigation
measures were incorporated into the approval of the proposed
project ; and the Mendocino County Board of Supervisors did not
adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations : and the Mendocino
County Board of Supervisors filed a Notice of Determination with
the County Clerk on November 1, 1993 ; and

WHEREAS, a copy of the mitigation measures that were
incorporated into the project were not submitted to the Board;
and

•
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WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for
consistency with the standards adopted by the Board.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board objects to the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 23-AA-0028 for the following
reasons :

1.

	

The application package submitted to the Board did not
meet the requirements of 14CCR §18201 . The items that
were not included in the package were a complete Report
of Station Information (RSI) including all information
required in 14CCR §18221, Lease/Contract operator
agreements, EPA Generator ID#, Coastal
Commission/Conditional Use Permit approvals, General
Plan Consistency, Information and Certification by the
LEA of County Solid Waste Management Plan Conformance,
and the Mitigation Measures adopted with the Negative
Declaration.

2.

	

Plans and specifications for the station, including a
site plan (i .e . the boundaries of the facility) as
required in 14CCR §18221.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the - California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on April 25-26, 1995.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

2l0



Attachment 6

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

	

Pete Vlilson. Costumer

•CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
8800 Cal Otter Drive
Sacramento, California 95826

MAR 2 8 199:

Mr. David Koppel
Mendocino County Public Health Department
Division of Environmental Health
880 North Bush Street
Ukiah, California 95482

RE : Proposed Solid Waste Facilities Permit, Caspar Transfer
Station, Facility No . 23-AA-0028

Dear Mr . Koppel:

We reviewed the proposed Solid Waste Facilities Permit (permit)
for the subject facility . As you know a draft permit and
proposed permit were both submitted on March 23, 1995, which did
not allow us time to comment on the draft permit . After
reviewing the proposed permit and accompanying documentation
including the Report of Station Information (RSI) we have
determined that the application package is not complete and
correct (14 CCR section 18200 .1) . Following are our comments on
the RSI and permit.

Permit

5 .e.
The permit states that the permitted acreage is 5 . However, no
where in the permit or accompanying documentation is a
delineation of the 5 acre parcel . The 5 acre parcel is within
the 65 acre landfill site and the boundaries of the transfer
station must be delineated.

12.
This legal description appears to be the legal description for
the landfill and not the proposed permitted boundaries of the
five acre transfer station.

13 .a.
Until a countywide integrated waste management plan is approved,
the LEA is required under PRC 50000 to make a certification.
Because this is a new facility, the LEA must certify whether the
facility conforms with the county solid waste management plan or
another determination of conformance has been made . The operator
should provide information on how this facility is either
identified in the County Solid Waste Management Plan or has been
otherwise approved.

•
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Mr . David Koppel
Page 2

13 .e.
The State Clearinghouse Number for the Negative Declaration
should be 92113065.

13 .g . $ h.
PRC 50000 .5 requires that the County make a finding that the
facility is consistent with the applicable General Plan . A copy
of the determination referenced in these sections should be
included.

15.
The State Clearinghouse Number for the Negative Declaration
should be 92113065 . There is a reference of the NOI for the
NPDES in this section . The "STATUS OF YOUR NOTICE OF INTENT"
lists the Caspar Landfill under the facility description . It
should be - drat -ilia-Whether-or- not this NOT-also -appl4es- to the--
transfer station.

17.
The Notice of Determination indicates that Mitigation Measures
were adopted by the Lead Agency . A copy of the Mitigation
Measures should be included with the package . Furthermore, if
there are Mitigation Measures that are the responsibility of . the
LEA to enforce, they should be included in the permit . The CDU
for the project lists a number of mitigations that are the
responsibility of the LEA and should be included in the permit.
Item 9 .d . of the CDU states that if , required by the LEA,
deodorizers or other management practices shall be employed to
reduce odors . In addition there is a requirement that the
compactor pod unit be tarped daily when not in use . There are
several other items in the CDU including numbers 14, 19, and 24
that should be considered for addition to the permit . In
addition, the Coastal Commission required as part of Appeal No A-
1-MEN-93-70 (page 12) that the RSI or other comprehensive
operational document be revised to ihcorporate pertinent
information concerning the project design, operations,
mitigations and mitigation monitoring.

Report of Station Information

Page 7
There is a statement that no wastes containing over 50% liquid by
weight will be accepted . Can the pods contain material with this
high a liquid content, and is the Willits Landfill permitted to
accept waste with this high a moisture content?

•
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Mr . David Koppel
Page 3

Page 9
The design capacity of the station is 19 tons per day.
Approximately 50% of the capacity (8 .5 tons) is to be removed on
an as needed basis . The remaining capacity would be comprised of
4 tons of recyclables , and 4 .5 tons of divertable material . These
numbers do not add up . There should be an explanation of
divertable material versus recyclable material.

Page 11
A copy of the Joint Powers Authority contract should be included
in the RSI . In the. Design Requirements section the agencies
responsible for placing the requirements should be listed.

Page 12
It should be noted what agency, or other source, the operational
requirements originated from.

Page 16
Number 8 .e . of the CDU states that commercial waste removal
operations shall be prohibited during hours of public use . Both
the RSI and the permit should indicate this restriction.

Page 17
14 CCR section 18221(k) requires that the resume of the
management organization that will operate the station be included
in the RSI.

Page 20
The EPA Generator ID Number should be included in the package as
required by 14 CCR section 18201.

In addition to the information listed above, other information is
required . The CDU was appealed to the Coastal Commission which
approved the CDU . A copy of their approval should be included in
the package . The RSI states that the site is owned by the City
of Fort Bragg and the County of Mendocino . However, the
application is only signed by Paul Cayler, the Director of Solid
Waste for Mendocino County . The application must also be signed
by a representative of the City of Fort Bragg in their capacity
as co-owner.

PRC section 44009(a) requires that the Board shall concur or
object to the issuance, modification, or revision of any solid
waste facilities permit within 60 days . A proposed permit has
been submitted, and the Board is therefor required to act

2,50



Mr . David Koppel
Page 4

upon it . The information above must be submitted before we can
make the determination that this application package is complete
and correct . Because the information required for a complete and
correct package was not submitted, Board staff will make a
recommendation that the Board object to the issuance of this
permit . If you have any questions concerning this permit or the
comments listed above please contact me.

Sincerely,

Russ J . anz
Associa a Waste 'Management Specialist

_permits_Branch	
Permitting and Enforcement Division
(916)255-2336 .

•
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

April 25, 1995

AGENDA ITEM %,

ITEM :

	

Discussion and Consideration of Committee Actions on
the Progress of the Local Enforcement Agency for the
City of West Covina Towards Developing a Process to
Update the Solid Waste Facility Permit for the BKK
Landfill

I. SUMMARY

The evaluation of the City of West Covina Waste Management
Enforcement Agency (the LEA) has revealed the LEA is not
fulfilling all of its duties and responsibilities related to
preparing or causing to be prepared permits and permit revisions,
as provided in Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 43214(d) . The
1989 permit review report determined that a significant . change
had occurred and a permit revision was required . To date, there
is no updated permit regulating the site.

This issue was brought before the Permitting and Enforcement
Committee and the CIWMB at the February and March, 1995 meetings.
This agenda item discusses the progress made by the LEA since
February to develop a process to update the permit.

II. PREVIOUS COMMITTEE AND BOARD ACTION

The February, 1995 Permitting and Enforcement Committee and CIWMB
meetings resulted in a recommendation to direct the LEA to
develop, in negotiation with the BKK Corporation, a process
whereby the solid waste facility permit can be brought up to
date . The LEA reported on the progress of this negotiation at
the Permitting and Enforcement Committee and CIWMB's March, 1995
meetings.

At the March, 1995 meeting the CIWMB directed the LEA and BKK
Corporation to continue negotiations and provide a status report
at the April, 1995 Committee and CIWMB meetings.

III. OPTIONS FOR THE COMMITTEE AND BOARD TO CONSIDER

If satisfactory progress is made, CIWMB staff have identified the
following options for Committee and Board members to consider:

1. Allow the LEA to carry out the agreed upon process with
specified requirements met by specified dates.

2. Provide staff with other directives based on Members'
considerations .
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Agenda Item 8R
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Page 2

If progress is not being made, CIWMB staff have identified the
following options in accordance with statute, regulations, and
the CIWMB adopted LEA Evaluation Procedures:

1. The CIWMB may assume partial or full responsibility for
specified LEA duties.

2. The CIWMB may establish a schedule and probationary
period for improved LEA performance.

3. If the CIWMB finds that conditions at solid waste
facilities threaten public health and safety or the
environment, the CIWMB shall, within 10 days of notifying
the LEA, become the enforcement agency until another is
designated and certified.

4. If the CIWMB finds the LEA is not fulfilling its
responsibilities, it shall notify the LEA of the particular
reasons and of the CIWMB's intention to withdraw its
approval of the designation if, within no less than 30 days,

— the LEA does-not-take specified- enforcement action- .-- - -

5. If the failure of the LEA to perform its duties and
responsibilities has contributed to significant
noncompliance with state minimum standards at solid waste
facilities, the CIWMB shall withdraw its approval of
designation.

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

This item is prepared to allow the LEA the opportunity to update
the CIWMB on the progress made in the development of a process to
update BKK Landfill's permit . Based upon the outcome of the
negotiations staff recommend either of the following:

If satisfactory progress is being made staff recommend that the
CIWMB allow the LEA and BKK Corporation to continue the process.

If the agreed upon process and workplan is not mutually agreed by
April 25, 1995, the Committee and Board may reconsider the
evaluation of the West Covina LEA and take any action it deems
appropriate.

V. ANALYSIS

On February 2, 1995, the LEA was sent the final LEA evaluation
report identifying that the LEA is not meeting all their duties
and responsibilities relating to solid waste facility permits as
required in PRC Section 43214(d) . This finding was made because
of the outdated permit in effect for BKK Landfill which has not

•
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Page 3

been updated since it was originally issued in 1979.

The City of . West Covina (the Local Governing Body of the LEA) and
BKK Corporation are in continued litigation involving the BKK
Landfill . Although the litigation does not directly involve LEA
performance issues, it has impeded the LEA from pursuing and
attaining an updated Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the BKK
Landfill.

At the February, 1995 meeting, the CIWMB directed the LEA to
enter into negotiations with BKK Corporation to develop a process
to update the permit . The CIWMB directed the LEA to provide a
status report at the March, 1995 Permitting and Enforcement
Committee meeting concerning the progress made to establish the
process.

The March, 1995 Permitting and Enforcement Committee and CIWMB
meetings identified progress between the LEA and BKK Corporation
in updating the solid waste facility permit for the BKK Landfill.
However, there continues to be significant unresolved issues,
including the "step out" areas and baseline tonnage . The CIWMB
directed the LEA and BKK Corporation to continue negotiations and
provide a status report at the April, 1995 CIWMB meetings .

VIZ . APPROVALS
DSVKC-2

Prepared by :Diane Vlach/Mary T . Coyle Phone 255-2404

Reviewed by :Mary Coyle/H . TFiomassell^ Phone 255-2298

Approved by :Douqlas Okumura /1 Phone 255-2285

Legal Review : K . J . Tobias Date/Time : fm5 S
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